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	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.


	 The study provides useful regional data and practical recommendations to support sustainable intensification and biofortification efforts in zinc-limited agroecosystems.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The initial Zn level in the soil is not given!

You are conducting a zinc test, but you have not specified the "available Zn" content of the test soil. This is a serious deficiency that eliminates the fundamental scientific validity of the study.

· Statistical analysis was poorly explained. Only ANOVA

and CD (0.05) were provided. No software was used, no normality test, and no homogeneity of variance check. No interaction analysis was performed.

· Details of foliar applications are missing.

What volume (L ha⁻¹) and how many times were the 0.1% and 0.5% solutions applied? Was surfactant added? Without this information, reproducibility is low.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature is very old and insufficient. Only 5 of the 23 sources are from after 2020.
	

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


	The quality of the English language is very low. Traces of machine translation are very evident, with grammatical errors, meaningless expressions (“To optimize, the effect of…”), and spelling errors (“girth” instead of “grith”) abound. Native editing is essential.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The study is a routine field trial showing the positive effect of zinc (especially Zn-EDTA) application on yield and quality for okra in Karaikal region. However, the specificity is very low, the soil initial Zn level is not given, the literature is out of date, the English language is not proper and the methodology details are insufficient.

· The following corrections should be requested from authors:

· Initial soil available Zn analysis should be added,

· The article should be completely rewritten by a native English speaker,

· The literature should be enriched with quality studies after 2020,

· Statistical analysis details (software, tests) should be added,

· Leaf application details (volume, number of repetitions) should be specified,

· The discussion section should be deepened and the findings should be interpreted comparatively.
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