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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.


	· The study provides valuable field-based evidence on optimizing zinc nutrition for bhendi, an economically important vegetable crop.

· It compares different zinc sources and application methods, contributing to scientific understanding of efficient micronutrient management.

· The findings help address widespread zinc deficiency in soils, which is a major constraint in crop productivity.

· The results have practical applicability for improving growth, yield and quality in bhendi cultivation, supporting sustainable agricultural practices.

· The research offers useful insights for agronomists, soil scientists and extension workers involved in nutrient management in vegetable crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is scientifically relevant but slightly long and can be made more concise and focused.
· Evaluation of Soil and Foliar Zinc Applications on Growth, Yield Attributes and Fruit Quality of Bhendi (Abelmoschus esculentus L. Moench).

· Assessment of Zinc Fertilization Strategies on Physiological, Yield and Quality Parameters of Bhendi (Abelmoschus esculentus L. Moench)
	

	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.


	· The Aims section could be phrased more clearly; it currently contains grammatical issues (e.g., “To optimize, the effect…” should be revised to a clearer purpose statement).
· The Results section is strong and includes quantitative data, which increases credibility. However, it may benefit from highlighting percentage improvement over control to help readers interpret the magnitude of effects.

· The conclusion is clear, but it could be improved by explicitly stating the practical implications for farmers or nutrient management strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound, with an appropriate experimental design and well-structured treatments.

· Results are consistent with known roles of zinc in crop growth and are interpreted logically.

· Conclusions are supported by the data, though inclusion of more recent references would further strengthen the scientific basis.
	

	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 to the topic but not sufficiently recent, with several sources older than 10–15 years.

· Including more contemporary studies (published after 2018) on zinc nutrition, chelated micronutrients and soil–foliar application effects in vegetable crops would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	· The language is generally understandable and conveys the scientific content.

· However, several sentences are long, repetitive, or grammatically awkward, which affects readability.

· Some sections, especially the abstract and methodology, would benefit from concise phrasing and clearer structure.

· Overall, the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor editing for grammar, sentence flow, and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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