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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 holds considerable importance for the scientific community as it addresses nutrient management strategies for baby corn under the pressing challenges of climate change. By integrating phosphorus, sulphur, biofertilizers, and nitrogen management practices, the study provides valuable insights into optimizing crop growth, yield, and resource efficiency in maize-based systems. The findings contribute to sustainable agricultural practices by highlighting the role of biofertilizers and balanced nutrient application in enhancing productivity while maintaining soil health. Moreover, the research offers region-specific recommendations for the Indo-Gangetic plains, which can serve as a model for similar agro-ecological zones facing climatic stresses.
	

	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.


	Strengths: It clearly states the problem (climate change affecting nutrient availability and crop productivity)., and The experimental design, treatments, and location are well described.

Conciseness: The abstract is somewhat lengthy and includes too many methodological details (e.g., exact fertilizer doses, replication design). These could be shortened or moved to the methods section.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in terms of its experimental design, methodology, and interpretation of results. The study follows a factorial split-plot design with appropriate replication, ensuring statistical validity. Soil characterization, treatment application, and crop management practices are clearly described, and the use of ANOVA with pooled analysis across two years strengthens the reliability of findings. The results are logically interpreted, linking nutrient management practices (phosphorus, sulphur, biofertilizers, and nitrogen) with observed improvements in growth attributes, dry matter accumulation, and yield performance. The discussion is well supported by previous literature, showing consistency with established agronomic principles. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates sound scientific rigor, and its conclusions are justified by the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant but several are dated, with many from the 1980s–2000s. To strengthen the manuscript, I recommend including more recent studies (post-2015) on climate change impacts on maize systems, nano urea efficiency, biofertilizer applications, and integrated nutrient management. Suggested additions include IPCC AR6 (2021), recent IFFCO nano urea trials (2021–2023), Sharma et al. (2020) and Singh et al. (2021) on biofertilizers, and Lal (2020) on soil health under climate change. This will enhance the manuscript’s scientific relevance and ensure it reflects current advances in the field.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript’s English quality is acceptable for scholarly communication, but careful editing for conciseness, consistency, and stylistic refinement would make it stronger and more polished for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and presents a thorough investigation into nutrient management practices for baby corn under climate change conditions. The experimental design is robust, and the results are clearly analyzed and discussed with appropriate statistical support. However, the abstract could be streamlined for conciseness, and the references updated with more recent studies to enhance scientific relevance. Minor language polishing would improve readability and flow. Overall, the study contributes valuable insights into sustainable nutrient management strategies and has practical implications for improving baby corn productivity in climate-stressed agro-ecosystems.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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