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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 offers valuable insights into how mulching and agronomic zinc fortification can enhance maize growth and yield under rainfed conditions by improving soil moisture conservation and nutrient availability. The study findings will provide practical recommendations for optimizing maize production through effective moisture and micronutrient management in the agro-climatic conditions of Central Uttar Pradesh.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
Effect of Mulching and Agronomic Zinc Fortification on Growth and Yield of Maize (Zea mays L.) under Rainfed Conditions in Central Uttar Pradesh
	

	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.


	No
The abstract provides useful background and justification for the topic, but it fails to clearly state the duration of the study in each year and as well recommendation (s).

Nothing was written on the findings about zinc fortification on the crop growth and yield
Nothing was written on the grain yield 
Add a concise summary of major findings and add a recommendation.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound as an original research article. It correctly interprets cited literature and makes relevant generalizations. However, the throwing of values under the results and discussion section should be reduced.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References are good. However, a few citations are unclear (e.g., “Anonymous, 2024-2025”) and some references needs to be update, e.g. Cakmak et al., 2010, White and Zasoski, 1999, Cakmak, 2008, Cakmak, 2000.
2. The citations lack uniform formatting (some use author-year, others are incomplete or inconsistent).
	

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


	Good but needs modifications
1. The text often includes long, run-on sentences that make understanding difficult. E.g. Maize (Zea mays L.) is the world’s most important food crop grown in diverse seasons and different ecosystem.

2. In the introduction, the shift from maize’s nutritional value to human zinc deficiency feels abrupt. A linking sentence such as Beyond its caloric value, the nutritional quality of maize is influenced by micronutrient content, particularly zinc would improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Units (e.g., kg ha⁻¹, cm, g plant⁻¹) and symbols (%, ZnSO₄) should follow a consistent style.

2. Ensure correct spacing: ZnSO₄ @ 25 kg ha⁻¹, not ZnSO4@25 kg/ha.
3. The use of @ should check, it should be 25 kg/ha ZnSO₄ and not ZnSO4@25 kg/ha
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