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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 manuscript is important as it demonstrates how soil test–based fertilizer recommendations can improve rice productivity, profitability, and resource-use efficiency in NICRA villages of Villupuram District, Tamil Nadu. It provides location-specific insights for sustainable nutrient management and serves as a model for climate-resilient agriculture in other rice-growing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Soil test based fertilizer recommendations for rice crop to enhanced productivity and profitability in NICRA villages of Villupuram District, Tamil Nadu”, is clear but a bit lengthy and grammatically slightly off (“to enhanced” should be “to enhance”). It can be refined to make it more concise and scientifically appealing.

Here are a few alternatives:

1. “Soil Test–Based Fertilizer Recommendations to Enhance Rice Productivity and Profitability in NICRA Villages of Villupuram District, Tamil Nadu”
2. “Improving Rice Productivity and Profitability through Soil Test–Based Fertilizer Management in NICRA Villages of Tamil Nadu”

	

	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.


	· Yes, the abstract provides a lot of detail on background, soil fertility status, methodology, fertilizer recommendations, yield improvement, and cost-benefit analysis.

· However, it is too detailed in methodology and includes excessive numerical values (like number of samples, exact village coordinates, etc.), which can overwhelm readers.

· It does not clearly highlight the scientific novelty or the broader implications for soil fertility management.

Suggested Additions

1. A short statement of the problem (why soil testing is needed in rice cultivation).

2. A clearer mention of the objective of the study.

3. A final take-home conclusion that links results to sustainability, profitability, and policy relevance.

Suggested Deletions

1. Detailed methodological descriptions (e.g., “50 soil samples collected from 5 ha,” “2.5 g soil + 25 ml solution,” “April–September 2013”) → these belong in Materials and Methods, not in the abstract.

2. Overly specific fertilizer application steps (“10 kg N as basal, 40 kg N in three splits…”) → Too technical for the abstract.

3. Repetition of similar results (fertilizer savings are mentioned more than once).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but careful attention to experimental rigor, statistical validation, and clear separation of sections will strengthen its credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but rely heavily on older sources, with limited recent citations. To strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to add more recent (2021–2025) studies on soil test–based nutrient management, rice productivity, and climate-resilient agriculture. This will improve the manuscript’s scientific depth and demonstrate alignment with current research.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable, but it may require improvement for scholarly communication. Some sentences appear too long or descriptive, and technical terms are not always used with precision. The abstract and other sections would benefit from clearer sentence structure, proper tense consistency, and removal of redundancy. Polishing the grammar and style will improve readability and ensure the article meets the standard expected in scientific journals.

Overall: The English quality is adequate but needs moderate editing for grammar, clarity, and conciseness before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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