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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by showcasing how integrated nutrient management (INM) can boost wheat yields and improve soil health, tackling some of the key challenges in sustainable agriculture, especially in subtropical areas. The findings reveal an impressive 80.7% increase in grain yield when using 130% nitrogen along with plant growth regulators (PGRs), offering practical insights for enhancing nutrient efficiency and climate resilience in wheat farming, particularly for smallholder farmers in India. By combining nitrogen management with PGRs, this study adds to the expanding research on maximizing crop productivity while minimizing environmental issues like nitrate leaching. These results are especially significant for regions such as Madhya Pradesh, where soil degradation and nutrient imbalances pose serious threats to food security, providing a blueprint for sustainable agricultural intensification.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Study Performance of Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) for Growth Yield of Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)," has some issues that affect its clarity and effectiveness. The term “Study Performance” feels a bit clunky, and “Growth Yield” is unclear—it would be better to separate the concepts of growth and yield. IJPSS values titles that are concise and clearly convey the study’s focus. 
A suggested alternative could be: "Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management with Nitrogen and Plant Growth Regulators on Wheat Growth and Yield." This revised title is grammatically sound, to the point, and clearly outlines the study’s emphasis on INM, nitrogen, PGRs, and the outcomes for wheat.
	

	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 succinct, sticking to IJPSS’s guideline of 150–300 words, and it effectively outlines the study’s goals, the experimental setup (randomized block design, RBD), key findings (like a grain yield of 41.2 q/ha with 130% N + PGR), and conclusions regarding the sustainability of INM. However, it misses some details about the organic elements of INM (such as FYM and biofertilizers) that were mentioned earlier and could benefit from a clearer regional context. Here are some suggestions:

Add: A sentence that specifies the components of INM, for example, “INM integrates organic amendments (FYM, biofertilizers) with inorganic fertilizers and PGRs to boost wheat productivity.”

Delete: The phrase “scientifically valid, economically feasible, and environmentally friendly” feels redundant in the abstract; consider replacing it with a specific outcome, like “reduced nutrient losses.”

Refine: Clearly state the study’s location (Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh) and the season (Rabi 2024–25) for better context, such as “in subtropical Bhopal, India.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is solid from a scientific standpoint, featuring a well-structured RBD with three replications, standard agronomic practices like urea, SSP, and MOP application, along with thorough statistical analysis (ANOVA, Panse & Sukhatme, 1967) that yielded significant results—like an impressive 80.7% increase in grain yield for T₈. These findings are consistent with previous research (Kaur et al., 2024; Maravi et al., 2025), and the measurements of growth (such as plant height and tillers) and yield traits (including spike density and grains per spike) are quite detailed. However, there are a few minor oversights, like the lack of detailed information on INM components (like FYM and biofertilizers) in the Materials and Methods section, even though they were mentioned in the introduction. Additionally, the manuscript doesn’t explicitly address limitations, such as being based on single-season and site-specific data. While economic analysis is referenced, it’s not included in the results, which is something IJPSS typically expects for clarity. These gaps don’t detract from the scientific integrity but do call for some clarification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The 19 references provided are not only recent but also quite adequate, addressing topics like Integrated Nutrient Management (INM), wheat productivity, and nutrient management (for instance, Han et al., 2024; Maravi et al., 2025). This aligns perfectly with IJPSS’s standards for relevant and current citations. The references come from respected journals such as Field Crops Research and Agricultural Water Management, as well as classic studies like Panse & Sukhatme (1954). That said, adding a few more references could really enhance the conversation around Plant Growth Regulators (PGRs) and the organic aspects of INM. Here are some suggested additional references:

1.Meena, R. S., et al. (2019). Integrated nutrient management for sustainable crop production and soil health. Indian Journal of Agronomy, 64(3), 297–305. (This supports the role of INM in promoting soil health.)

2.Taiz, L., & Zeiger, E. (2010). Plant Physiology (5th ed.). Sinauer Associates. (This offers essential insights into PGR mechanisms.)


	

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


	The language used is generally appropriate for academic communication, showcasing a solid grasp of technical terms like RDN and PGRs, along with a well-organized structure. However, there are a few minor grammatical issues, such as the title “Study Performance” and the phrase “augmented progressively” in the results section, that need to be addressed. Additionally, there's some inconsistency in terminology, like switching between “plant growth regulators” and “PGR” without providing a definition. Some sentences in the introduction, particularly those discussing the benefits of INM, are quite dense and could be simplified for a broader audience. A thorough proofreading for consistency and clarity is essential to align with IJPSS’s standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a valuable contribution to wheat research, demonstrating that INM with higher nitrogen and PGRs significantly enhances growth (e.g., 162.8 cm plant height in T₈) and yield (80.7% grain yield increase). It is scientifically sound, with recent references, but requires minor revisions: clarify INM components, present economic data, state limitations, add an ethical statement, and refine language. The title needs grammatical correction, and the abstract should specify INM components and context. Recommended for acceptance with minor revisions, scoring 8/10, with potential for 9/10 post-revision, aligning with IJPSS’s standards for rigor and sustainability focus.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

G. Bhagirath, Government Degree College,India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

