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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 presents a field-tested and validated approach to reducing the use of chemical fertilizers in capsicum cultivation by up to 25% without affecting nutrient uptake by the plants. It highlights how specific integrated nutrient management (INM) practices especially the combined use of vermicompost and biofertilizers can improve nutrient content and absorption, offering deeper insight beyond yield performance alone. The results outline a practical pathway for enhancing nutrient use efficiency, an important step toward lowering the environmental impact of intensive vegetable farming. Overall, this study provides a science-based, applicable strategy that farmers and agronomists can readily adopt to promote more sustainable horticultural production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article matches its content.
	

	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 current abstract is clear and informative but not yet fully comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the study’s objective, core methodology, and main outcome (the superiority of treatment T8). However, it overlooks several key elements that would strengthen its scientific depth and broader relevance. While the findings are well presented, the abstract does not sufficiently convey why the research matters. To make it more complete, four aspects should be incorporated.

First, the research problem and gap need to be established at the start, briefly explaining why this study was necessary. Second, a methodological context describing the initial soil properties should be added, as this information is essential for interpreting results in nutrient management research. Third, the abstract should highlight statistical and data analysis rigor, including mention of result significance and how data from the two seasons were combined. Finally, it must clearly connect the improved nutrient uptake to yield performance and practical implications, emphasizing that the optimized nutrient management not only enhanced yield but also reduced chemical fertilizer use.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	After carefully reviewing the manuscript sections, including the Title, Abstract, Introduction, Methods, Results, Conclusion, and References, the study appears to be scientifically sound and well executed. The experimental approach, which employed a Randomized Block Design conducted over two growing seasons, is appropriate and methodologically solid. The results are consistent across both years, and the main conclusion—that the INM treatment T8 performed best—is clearly supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list relies too heavily on older sources. About 70% of the citations and nearly 88% of the journal articles are more than a decade old. This limited use of recent literature weakens the manuscript, as it does not clearly reflect the current state of research in the field. To strengthen the paper’s relevance and credibility, it is recommended to update the reference list by incorporating more recent studies from the past ten years, particularly those published in reputable journals.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study represents a well-designed and well-executed piece of research. The two-year field experiment, featuring a logical treatment structure and consistent results, demonstrates strong methodological rigor and produces findings of clear practical relevance to the agricultural sector. The observation that treatment T8 (75% RDF + 25% vermicompost + biofertilizers) consistently outperforms the full recommended dose of chemical fertilizers is both scientifically significant and agronomically meaningful.
However, the manuscript in its current form does not fully reflect the quality of the underlying research. The primary limitation lies not in the scientific content but in the presentation. The manuscript presently reads more as a compilation of data than as a coherent scientific narrative. The central message should be articulated more clearly: Chemical fertilizer use in capsicum can be reduced by 25% through the synergistic application of organic and biological inputs, as supported by rigorous field data. Each section—from the Abstract to the Conclusion—should consistently reinforce this central theme.

To achieve this, several key revisions are recommended:

1. Strengthen methodological transparency: Include essential experimental details, particularly initial soil properties, to establish credibility and enable reproducibility.

2. Develop a clearer narrative structure: Define the broader problem of chemical dependency in the Introduction, present the data objectively and statistically, and elaborate on the mechanisms and implications of the observed synergy within a focused Discussion section.

3. Enhance scholarly rigor: Revise and update the reference list by removing outdated citations and incorporating more recent, high-quality studies to demonstrate engagement with current research.

These are minor revisions but important. The scientific foundation of the study is strong; what remains is to refine its presentation so that the quality of the work is fully conveyed. With careful revision, this manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the scientific literature on sustainable nutrient management in horticultural crops.
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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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