Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_140325

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management on Growth, Yield, Quality, and Economic Viability of Indian Mustard (Brassica juncea L.)

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it demonstrates the positive impact of integrated nutrient management on Indian mustard productivity, quality, and profitability. The study offers evidence-based recommendations for combining organic and inorganic nutrient sources to enhance sustainable crop production. Its findings are particularly relevant for improving nutrient use efficiency and soil health under semi-arid agro-climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Include the research objective more clearly at the beginning.

(E.g., “to evaluate the role of integrated nutrient management strategies on…”)

Avoid redundancy in some parts (e.g., repeating similar results).

Mention statistical significance briefly (e.g., “significantly higher” is good, but mention p-values or statistical test used if word count allows).

Define RDF (Recommended Dose of Fertilizer) at its first mention.

Avoid long sentences — break complex ones for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Minor Issues to Address:

Longitude Coordinates Error:

In Materials and Methods, the location is given as "10°57" N and 75°20" E", which is incorrect for Chittorgarh, Correction: Chittorgarh lies approximately at 24.88° N latitude and 74.63° E longitude.

Economic Analysis vs. Abstract Consistency:

The benefit-cost ratio stated in the abstract (1.97 for RDF + vermicompost @ 5.0 t/ha) is correct, but the 100% RDF alone has a higher B:C ratio (2.39), which the abstract should nuance. This was done well in the discussion, but the abstract could reflect it better.

Citation Consistency:

Ensure all in-text citations (e.g., Jat et al., 2021; Kumar et al., 2018) are included in the reference list.

Scientific Rigor in Language:

Some phrases like “consistently outperformed others” can be rephrased to indicate “significantly higher values were recorded,” which is more scientific
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	4–5 additional references suggested above to enhance depth and citation strength.
	

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


	Good overall
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound and provides valuable insights into integrated nutrient management for mustard. With minor language refinement, it is suitable for publication in a scholarly journal.
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