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	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.


	1. Soil test-based fertilizer recommendations (SBFR) in conjunction with farm yard manure (FYM) enhance growth parameters, grain production, and straw yield in the traditional finger millet variety Attappadi local, surpassing the efficacy of farmers' practices of FYM alone. 

2. The significance of integrated nutrient management (INM) in improving nutrient efficiency and plant performance under irrigated settings in Kerala.

3. The study offers practical guidance for resource-poor farmers and supports millet revival efforts amid climate challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title is not entirely appropriate for optimal scientific communication and need small modification 
I suggest to be 

“Integrated Nutrient Management Improves Growth and Yield of Finger Millet”
	

	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.


	Yes, but barely, because it lacks critical elements like objectives, conclusions, and implications for broader applications.
No conclusions or implications, need to add it
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No 

Material and Methods free of statistical analysis: "Significant" effects and "on par" results lack ANOVA summaries, p-values, mean±SE or SD, CD (5%), or LSD; no mention of analysis software or multiple comparisons correction.

No tabular data: Relies solely on figures without tables of means/SD, blocking statistical re-analysis or error estimation.

No initial soil test data, nutrient uptake, or post-harvest soil analysis; BC ratio mentioned but un-tabulated.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are adequate in quantity (24 citations) but lacking in recency and depth, with only about 25% published post-2020 and a significant dependence on older studies. 
	

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


	Regrettably, the language and quality of English present challenges for scholarly communication, as they are marked by numerous grammatical errors and instances of redundancy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
	


Reviewer details:

Hanaa Mohamed Sakara, Soil, Water and Environmental Research Institute – Agricultural Research Centre, Egypt

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

