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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as follows : 

· it provides comprehensive insights into the effects of Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) practices on soil physicochemical properties and nutrient status under wheat cultivation
·  by integrating organic and inorganic nutrient sources, the study contributes valuable evidence on sustainable soil fertility enhancement and productivity improvement in cereal-based systems. 
· the findings support the global pursuit of climate-smart and resource-efficient agriculture by demonstrating how balanced nutrient management can improve soil health and long-term agricultural sustainability.
· the results offer practical guidance for researchers, policymakers, and farmers seeking to optimize fertilizer use efficiency while mitigating environmental degradation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative but  lengthy and technical.
It could be suggested as “Influence of Integrated Nutrient Management on Soil Health and Nutrient Dynamics under Wheat Cultivation in Central Uttar Pradesh” to make it concise
	

	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 of is informative and presents the main elements of the study — objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, the following suggestions will strengthen the abstract:
· a clear background sentence should be added by emphasizing why the study matters and the relevance of soil degradation, nutrient imbalance, or sustainability concerns . This will give the abstract more context and global relevance.
· specific numerical results (e.g., percentage increase in available N, P, K, or improvement in soil organic carbon)  should be included to make the findings more convincing and data-driven
·  treatment combination that produced the best results should be mentioned for clarity and replicability
·  repetitive statements like “improved soil properties and nutrient status,” which appear multiple times should be removed and replace with more specific effects.
·  conclusion should be strengthened by ending with a strong point connecting results to sustainability and practical applications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically robust, and contextually relevant.
Minor Scientific Observations 
· Inclusion of exact numerical values (means, standard errors, and significance levels) in the results section would strengthen the evidence base.

·  More detail on the initial soil characteristics (texture, baseline nutrient status) would help contextualize treatment effects.

· Adding a brief discussion on why certain INM combinations performed better (e.g., organic matter improving cation exchange capacity, microbial activity, or nutrient mineralization) would deepen scientific interpretation


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references  are generally relevant and scientifically valid, but several are out dated, with a noticeable concentration from before 2015. For a contemporary agronomic study emphasizing Integrated Nutrient Management (INM), soil fertility, and sustainability under wheat systems,  a stronger representation of recent literature (2018–2025) is recommended
	

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


	Overall, the language and English quality of the  manuscript is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication.

However with minor grammatical attention.
· The past tense should consistently describe methods and results, while present tense is suitable for general truths or interpretations
· Occasional minor errors (e.g., “under wheat crop” → “under wheat cultivation”) can be corrected for smoother phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally, the manuscript is scientific and will add to academic store house of knowledge, except for corrections as stated above
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