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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.


	This study provides valuable insights into the effect of various organic nutrient sources on the growth and yield of little millet, a nutritionally rich and climate-resilient crop. Given the global emphasis on sustainable agriculture and the promotion of millets during and after the International Year of Millets (2023), these findings are timely and relevant. The results contribute to organic farming knowledge, particularly in the Konkan region of Maharashtra, and support broader adoption of integrated organic nutrient management practices for small millets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and reflective of the study's objectives. No change needed.
	

	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 is clear and covers the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, adding specific yield data in the results section would make it more informative. For example, include numerical values of the highest grain yield achieved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design, statistical analysis, and interpretations are appropriate and scientifically sound. The discussion adequately relates the findings to previous studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent and relevant. You may consider adding more region-specific organic millet research references from the last 3–5 years to strengthen the contextual background.
	

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


	Generally, yes. The English is clear, but there are minor grammatical inconsistencies and formatting issues (e.g., spacing, capitalization) that could be polished for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure consistent formatting of units (e.g., kg ha⁻¹, not kg ha-1).

· Correct minor typographical errors (e.g., “maharashatra” should be “Maharashtra”).

· Figures or graphs for growth and yield parameters could further improve data visualization.
Recommendation: Minor Revision:- Mainly language polishing, formatting corrections, and inclusion of specific yield figures in the abstract.
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