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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and practical topic in sustainable forage production. With increasing pressure on livestock systems, enhancing the productivity and nutritional quality of fodder like Napier hybrid is crucial for food security. The study provides a comprehensive, multi-year evaluation of integrated micronutrient management, which is often overlooked compared to macronutrients. The findings offer valuable, evidence-based recommendations for farmers and policymakers to improve economic returns and soil health simultaneously, making a significant contribution to the field of agronomy and sustainable intensification.
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	The abstract is well-structured and summarizes the study effectively. To make it perfect, I suggest two minor additions: 1) Briefly mention the experimental design (e.g., "A three-year RCT with six treatments...") to immediately establish methodological rigor. 2) Explicitly state the key takeaway for T3, as you do for T4, e.g., "while T3 (GRDF + FYM) was optimal for dry matter and protein yield." This creates a more balanced summary of the main results.
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