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	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 demonstrates that integrated nutrient management (INM) in Pandanus odoratissimus significantly enhances yield and sustainability compared to conventional practices. By combining soil test–based fertilizers, organic manure, and bio-fertilizers, the work advances strategies to reduce chemical dependency while maintaining soil health. These findings provide a valuable model for sustainable cultivation of aromatic crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 in stating treatments and results but lacks context, methodological detail, and broader implications. It reads more like a result summary than a comprehensive scientific abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid in methodology and findings but lacks detailed statistical analysis and broader contextual discussion. Overall, it is correct but needs refinement for stronger scientific rigor.
	

	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 not sufficient, and many are very older.
	

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


	The language is understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication. It contains grammatical errors, inconsistent phrasing, and lacks academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents relevant findings on integrated nutrient management in Kewda. Unfortunately, it requires stronger statistical analysis, updated references, and improved language to meet scholarly standards.
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