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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 significant insights into integrated nutrient management (INM) in betel vine, a crop of both cultural and economic value in South Asia. The on-farm, multi-location trials in Odisha strengthen the practical relevance of the findings. The results demonstrate that integrating organic and inorganic nutrient sources not only enhances productivity and profitability but also contributes to long-term soil health. Hence, this work is relevant to researchers, extension workers, and policymakers working on sustainable crop production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, concise, and clearly reflects the content. No modification required.


	

	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 well-structured and highlights the aim, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of the economic findings (benefit-cost ratio) to provide a holistic picture of productivity and profitability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (multi-location RBD trial with replications) is appropriate, the data analysis follows standard statistical procedures, and the conclusions are well supported by results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent (including 2023–2025). However, a few older citations are repeated (e.g., Chattopadhyay & Maity, 1967 is cited twice), Das, B. K., & Mallick, S. K. (2010). Screening of betel vine cultivars for resistance to betel vine whitefly (Dialeurodes eugeniae). Environment and Ecology, 28(1), 16–19. The reference style also requires minor correction for consistency (capitalization, journal formatting).
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally good English and is understandable. A few minor grammatical refinements and consistency in tense (past vs. present) would improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript discusses the economic analysis in detail and refers to ‘Table 3’, but this table is missing in the current submission. The authors must include the missing table, as it contains critical data supporting the profitability claims. Without it, the economic results cannot be validated. Missing table considered a technical deficiency and must be corrected before publication. This is not optional it must be corrected 
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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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