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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 integrated nutrient management of yardlong bean (Vigna unguiculata subsp. sesquipedalis L.), demonstrating the benefits of combining inorganic fertilizers, organic manures, and biochar. It highlights strategies to enhance growth, yield, and quality under semi-arid conditions while improving soil health and nutrient use efficiency. These findings are relevant for agronomists and horticulturists aiming for sustainable and productive legume cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, presenting the research subject (yardlong bean) and the main objective (improving growth, yield, and quality). It is detailed, mentioning both the types of nutrient sources and the multidimensional aspects of the objectives (growth, yield, and quality). The language is academic, using appropriate scientific terminology for a research article. However, it is somewhat lengthy, and a more concise version such as
Optimization of Nutrient Sources for Improving Growth, Yield, and Quality of Yardlong Bean (Vigna unguiculata Subsp. sesquipedalis L.) would be more effective.
	

	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.
	It has good scientific language, a standard structure, and a clear conclusion, with precise figures and comparisons included. The combined use of NPK and biochar was found to enhance growth and yield. However, instead of emphasizing qualitative results, there is a strong focus on quantitative data, which can somewhat tire the reader
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses a well-designed experiment with clear treatments, relevant growth and yield parameters, and proper statistical analyses. The results are detailed and reproducible, and the discussion links findings to established literature, supporting its scientific credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a sufficient number of references covering yardlong bean cultivation, integrated nutrient management, biochar use, soil analysis, and yield. Most references are recent and suitable for current research, though some older ones (1950–1980) are used for foundational methods.
The references are not alphabetically ordered, and there are inconsistencies in formatting—some list only the year, while others include journal, volume, and pages. DOI or web links are limited, and a few older references have a slightly informal style. Standardizing the format and including DOIs where available would improve the references list.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses clear, formal, and academic language, with appropriate scientific terminology. Sentences are mostly well-structured, and the ideas are logically presented. Some minor improvements in conciseness and readability could further enhance clarity, but overall it meets the standards for a scientific publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Scientific Relevance: The study addresses an important topic in sustainable agriculture and legume cultivation, focusing on integrated nutrient management, which is highly relevant for improving yield and quality under semi-arid conditions.
2. Experimental Design: The experiment is well-structured, with a clear Randomized Block Design, sufficient replications, and appropriately defined treatments, ensuring reliability and reproducibility of the results.
3. Data Presentation: Results are detailed, with precise numerical data, tables, and statistical analyses (ANOVA, LSD), which support the conclusions effectively.
4. Language and Style: The manuscript uses formal, academic English suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in conciseness and flow could make it easier to read.
5. Strengths: Clear objectives, thorough methodology, comprehensive results, and well-linked discussion with previous literature.
6.  Areas for Improvement: The discussion focuses more on quantitative outcomes; adding more emphasis on qualitative aspects (e.g., practical implications, post-harvest quality, or farmer adoption) could enrich the manuscript. Some sentences could be shortened for better readability.
7. Conclusion: The study provides valuable insights for agronomists and horticulturists and offers practical recommendations for sustainable nutrient management in yardlong bean cultivation.
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