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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 presents research findings that can contribute to the field of agronomy and dryland management. This study presents strong empirical evidence on the effect of NPK fertilizer doses on the productivity and profitability of elephant millet (Eleusine coracana) genotypes in rainfed land, a common condition in marginal areas. The combination of PR-10-35 and 125% RDF treatments used in this study provided the highest yields and economic benefits and is highly relevant in designing yield improvement strategies in dry climates. Furthermore,
the agronomic approach based on genotype and fertilizer rates can be an important reference for researchers and policymakers in developing sustainable agricultural practices in ecosystems vulnerable to climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	In essence, the title used is quite informative and relevant because it accurately reflects the research variables (NPK dosage, yield, profitability), the study object (elephant millet genotype), and the environmental conditions (rainfed land). However, to make it more engaging and scientifically explicit, the title should be refined to clarify the relationships between the variables.
Some alternative title suggestions are:
1. “Yield and Economic Performance of Finger Millet Genotypes under Varying NPK Fertilizer Doses in Rainfed Conditions”
2. “Optimizing Finger Millet Productivity through Genotype and Fertilizer Interaction in Rainfed Ecosystems”
	

	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.
	In general, the abstract of this article is quite comprehensive, as it includes key elements such as: background, objectives, methodology, main results, and conclusions. Information regarding the experimental location, specifically the Godavari zone of India, and the year of implementation (Kharif 2018), is also included, reinforcing the research context.
However, to make the abstract more effective and meet international journal standards, here are some suggestions for improvement:
1. Remove overly general opening sentences such as "Finger millet is an important food crop…" and
condense them into a single sentence with background information.
2. State the research objective in one explicit sentence.
3. Present the main results of the study with quantitative data (numbers) to emphasize the superiority of the best treatment.
4. Use active voice and past tense, for example: "The genotype PR-10-35 produced the highest grain yield
(X kg/ha)…"
5. Add one sentence stating the practical implications of the research results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound because it has an appropriate experimental design to answer the research objectives, namely to evaluate the yield response and economic benefits of several elephant millet genotypes to NPK fertilizer dosage levels in rainfed land. The experimental approach used a Randomized Block Design (RBD) with adequate replication. Furthermore, the results are presented quantitatively and analyzed using appropriate statistical tests. Although still requires in-depth, especially regarding physiological interpretation, which can be further deepened. Overall, this manuscript demonstrates methodological consistency and valid results, so it can be
scientifically justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this manuscript are generally adequate and relevant to the research topic. Several cited references come from leading agricultural journals and support the background, methodology, and discussion of the results.
However, some of the references used are quite old, more than 10 years old, and the number of references from the most recent international literature (2020–2024) is still limited. Therefore, it is recommended to add several new sources related to:
· Efficiency of NPK fertilizer use in minor cereals or millet.
· Innovation in precision fertilization in rainfed agroecosystems.
· Economic and sustainability studies of millet-based farming systems.
Additional references from recent journals would enhance the topicality and strengthen the theoretical foundation of this manuscript.
For Example :
Sonawane, A. P., Shinde, R. H., & Gajbhiye, P. N. (2024). Effect of nutrient sources and organic amendments on
	


Review Form 3


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

	
	yield and nutrient uptake by finger millet (Eleusine coracana L.). International Journal of Research in Agronomy 2024; 7(2): 90-92. https://doi.org/10.33545/2618060X.2024.v7.i2b.290
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English quality of this article is generally adequate for scholarly communication. Sentence structure is largely clear and consistent, technical terminology is used appropriately, and the formatting follows scholarly conventions. However, there are some minor stylistic and grammatical corrections that could be improved to better align with the standards of a reputable international journal. Final proofreading by a native speaker or professional editor is still recommended to ensure the fluency and clarity of the academic narrative.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, this manuscript has a good writing structure and relevant research topics in the context of sustainable agriculture in dryland areas. The research objectives, experimental design, and results are presented systematically and logically. The quantitative data presented support the conclusions and provide applicable information for agricultural practitioners.

While generally acceptable, minor improvements to the English language and updated references would further enhance the quality and readability of this manuscript.


Based on a comprehensive evaluation of the content quality, writing structure, analytical depth, methodology, and contribution to the field of agronomy and food crop production, this manuscript deserves a recommendation for minor revision.

The manuscript, titled "Influence of Graded NPK Fertilizer Levels on Productivity and Profitability of Finger Millet Genotypes under Rainfed Conditions," has met most scientific standards. However, there are still several minor aspects that require improvement before publication, such as more detailed herbicide dosages, additional justification for several references, and improved table formatting.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	There were no indications of ethical violations in the preparation of this manuscript. Based on the manuscript, the research appears to have been conducted independently, and the results are presented honestly and transparently. However, it would have been beneficial for the authors to include an explicit statement that the research was conducted in accordance with ethical standards and with relevant
institutional approvals, thus strengthening the claim that this manuscript did not involve any ethical violations.
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