Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJSSPN_149653

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Optimizing Growth and Soil Fertility through Integrated Nutrient Management in Cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) cv. Sheetal

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If the focus of the study extends beyond soil fertility to explicitly include fruit quality, it is recommended that the term “fruit quality” be incorporated into the title to ensure alignment and consistency between the title and the actual scope of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	‘ABSTRACT’ not ABSTARCT.
Integrated nutrient management (INM) aims to synchronize nutrient supply with crop demand through combined use of organic, inorganic, and biological sources. A field experiment was conducted to evaluate the influence of INM on growth, yield, quality, and soil health of cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) cv. Sheetal.

Such errors in section headings should be strictly avoided in manuscripts intended for publication in international journals.
However, essential information concerning the experimental location, cropping season/year, and the experimental design (RBD with five treatments and four replications) should be briefly incorporated into the abstract. For example, a field experiment was conducted during the 2024–2025 growing season at the Research Farm of Career Point University, Kota (Rajasthan, India), using a randomized block design with five treatments and four replications
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally correct, with a clear research objective, an appropriate experimental design (RBD with five treatments and four replications), and a coherent link between the results and the conclusions. The use of integrated nutrient management in cucumber is relevant and supported by existing literature, and the statistical analysis (ANOVA with CD at 5% and SEM) is, in principle, appropriate for the data structure.

However, some scientific and methodological aspects require clarification or strengthening before the work can be considered fully robust:

Several methodological details are insufficiently described, including the exact dose and application method of FYM and biofertilizers, the number of sampled plants for each measurement, and more precise information on soil initial properties and analytical methods (with proper references).

In the Results and Discussion, numerical values from the tables are often repeated without always providing deeper interpretation (e.g., % increase over control, or clearer mechanistic explanation linked to measured soil parameters).

The causal link between changes in soil parameters and plant responses could be articulated more explicitly using the data already generated.

In summary, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its main concepts, design, and direction, but it would benefit from revisions that improve methodological transparency, precision in data presentation, and depth of interpretation


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and thematically appropriate, and it includes several studies on integrated nutrient management (INM), cucumber, soil fertility, and related topics. Many of the cited works are relatively recent (within the last 5–10 years), which supports the scientific relevance of the manuscript.
However, there is still room to strengthen the reference base, especially by:

1. Adding more recent, cucumber-specific INM studies (last 3–5 years) to better situate the current work within the latest literature. For example, you may consider including recent articles on INM in cucumber and cucurbits that emphasize growth, yield, fruit quality, and soil health under Indian or similar agro-ecological conditions.
(https://www.thepharmajournal.com/archives/2023/vol12issue11/PartO/12-11-102-371.pdf) 
2. Including broader, concept-level reviews or synthesis papers on sustainable/integrated nutrient management and soil health, which would support some of the more general statements in the Introduction and Discussion about long-term soil fertility and sustainability. (https://journalijpss.com/index.php/IJPSS/article/view/5499) 
3. Ensuring that at least a few very recent sources (≤ 3 years old) are cited when you discuss:
· post-harvest soil properties under INM in cucumber, and
· nutrient uptake and recovery under different INM combinations
(https://files.sdiarticle5.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/05/Ms_IJPSS_136256.pdf) 
In summary, the references are sufficient in number and largely recent, but the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of a few additional up-to-date, cucumber-focused INM studies and broader INM/soil health reviews to further strengthen the scientific context and underscore the of the present work.
	

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


	The overall standard of English is sufficient to understand the scientific content, but it is not yet suitable for scholarly communication without revision.
The manuscript contains numerous issues, including:

· spelling errors (e.g. “ABSTARCT” instead of “ABSTRACT”),

· grammatical mistakes and non-idiomatic expressions (e.g. “Determined of TSS was done…”),

· inconsistent terminology (e.g. “bio fertilizers” vs. “biofertilizers”),

· awkward and sometimes overly long sentences,

· irregular spacing, punctuation, and formatting of units and symbols.

These problems do not fundamentally obscure the meaning, but they reduce clarity, readability, and the professional appearance of the manuscript.

I therefore recommend that the paper undergo careful language editing by a proficient English speaker or a professional editing service to correct grammar, improve sentence structure, standardize terminology and units, and polish the style to meet the expectations of an international scientific journal.
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