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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 paper offers insightful information about managing resources sustainably in semi-arid mango farms. The results of the study show how mulching and drip irrigation work together to improve yield, fruit quality, leaf nutrient dynamics, and soil-plant-water connections. This study provides useful suggestions for maximizing irrigation efficiency and raising fruit output in light of India's growing water constraint and the significance of mango farming. The work advances water-efficient and climate-smart gardening techniques.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study. It is clear, concise, and appropriately descriptive.


Combined Effect of Drip Irrigation and Mulching on Soil Nutrients, Leaf Composition, Yield, and Quality of Mango (Mangifera indica L.)" is an optional alternative.

	

	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 provides a thorough explanation of the main findings, including effects on soil moisture, nutrient availability, mango yield, fruit shelf life, and input efficiency, as well as the experimental design, treatments, and rationale. Think of clearly explaining the scale (orchard size/sample size) and important statistical results to further improve clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. The methods for analyzing soil, leaves, and fruit are conventional and well-referenced, the statistical analysis (DMRT) is suitable, and the experimental design (factorial RBD with replications) is sound. The commentary rationally interprets the results in light of the body of current literature, and the results are presented clearly with supporting data in tables and figures.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is sound in terms of science. It makes use of a factorial randomized block design, applies suitable statistical analysis, and offers a thorough explanation of the findings along with comparisons to earlier research. The connections between fruit physiology, yield, and nutrient dynamics and irrigation/mulching are well-reasoned and substantiated. Reproducibility is supported by the detailed descriptions of experimental controls and measuring techniques.

	

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


	In general, the terminology is appropriate for academic discourse. Overall readability may be enhanced by sporadic grammatical corrections and small typographical adjustments, particularly in the abstract and discussion. However, the document needs to be thoroughly checked to fix minor typographical problems, grammatical errors, and inappropriate phrasing (for example, "a-biotic" should be "abiotic" and "BCH-709" in tables should be "BBCH-709"). Although the meaning is obvious, the language may be polished to improve readability and professionalism.


	

	Optional/General comments


	One of this manuscript's strong points is the integration of experimental data analysis with useful recommendations.

For clarity, some data tables and figures may require formatting adjustments. 

Think about summarizing some basic material and concentrating more on practical agronomic consequences. 

To address issues with scalability and long-term sustainability, include a brief restrictions section.
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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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