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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 provides important field-based evidence on how integrated nutrient management can significantly improve growth, yield, and fruit quality in aonla. By demonstrating that reduced chemical fertilizer use combined with organic and biofertilizer inputs enhances both productivity and soil health, the study supports sustainable horticultural practices. The findings offer practical guidance for researchers and farmers aiming to adopt efficient and eco-friendly nutrient management strategies in perennial fruit crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 line: “While Titratable Acidity (%) of Aonla Soil pH Organic Carbon … TSS” ends abruptly and must be removed or rewritten.

Listing all 9 treatments in the abstract makes it bulky.
Abstracts should summarize, not reproduce the full methodology.

It mentions T6 but should briefly state why T6 is better (growth, yield, quality).

The abstract ends without stating the significance of the findings for farmers/scientists.

Example: missing punctuation, improper break between sentences


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Materials and Methods

· Missing essential details:

·  Soil type and initial fertility

· Climate data

· Planting details (age of trees, spacing, cultivar)

· Application method & timing of manures/fertilizers

·  Details of biofertilizers (species, CFU, method of application)

Results and Discussion
Overly descriptive—the section repeats too many numerical values from tables instead of providing focused interpretation.

Weak statistical linkage—statistical significance (CD, SE) is reported in tables but not clearly connected to the narrative.
Tables: Some values incorrect (Shoot length T9 pooled shows “1.176 cm”—clearly a typo).
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