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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study is strengthened by its randomized block design with replications and inclusion of diverse treatments, ensuring reliability and comparability of results. Moreover, the integration of organic, inorganic, and biofertilizer inputs demonstrated clear superiority in enhancing tree growth, providing both scientific validity and practical recommendations for Manila tamarind cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Integrated Nutrient Management in Manila Tamarind (Pithecellobium dulce): Growth and Yield Response”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract reports absolute values (e.g., height 7.55 m, girth 83 cm) but does not mention statistical significance. Phrases such as “significantly increased” would strengthen the validity of the claim.

It is not clear whether this was a one-year study or part of a long-term experiment. Growth parameters in trees often need multi-year data to establish strong conclusions.

No indication is given of the sample size per treatment beyond “three trees per replication.” For clarity, state the total number of trees observed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add some latest reference 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There is so many grammatical/language error  throughout whole manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the introduction mentions nutritional properties, no scientific references are provided for those values (ascorbic acid, anthocyanin, minerals). Adding citations would strengthen credibility.

The objectives at the end are not clearly written. Instead of:
“…with the objectives of to study the effect of integrated nutrient management on growth and yield of manila tamarind and To identify the best nutrient management practice for higher yield of manila tamarind.”
It should be:
“Therefore, this study was undertaken to (i) evaluate the effect of integrated nutrient management on growth and yield of Manila tamarind, and (ii) identify the most effective nutrient management practice for achieving higher productivity

Important details such as location (latitude, longitude, altitude, soil type, climatic conditions, and rainfall) are not provided. These are critical in horticultural/field experiments for reproducibility.

Listing all treatments with full doses in-text makes the section cluttered. A table format would be more reader-friendly.

The abbreviation RDF should be expanded at first use (Recommended Dose of Fertilizers).

The methodology for measuring growth parameters is not described. For example:

Tree height: measured from base to apex using measuring tape/pole?

Girth: measured at 30 cm or 1 m above ground?

Spread: measured canopy diameter East–West and North–South with tape?

Without specifying, replication is less reproducible.

The section does not mention how the data were analyzed (e.g., ANOVA, significance tests). Reporting only mean values without statistical analysis reduces scientific validity.

Currently, the discussion is limited to comparing treatments. A good discussion should explain why T8 was superior (e.g., synergistic effects of organic + inorganic nutrients, improved microbial activity, better nutrient availability).

More integration with literature is needed (e.g., other studies in tamarind, arid fruits, or leguminous trees).
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