Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Plant & Soil Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJPSS_149654

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Soil and Plant Molybdenum Status in Coconut Plantations of the Southern Coastal Plain (AEU 1), Kerala

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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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 provides a valuable regional assessment of soil and plant molybdenum status in coconut plantations of the Southern Coastal Plain of Kerala, an agro-ecological zone characterized by sandy, acidic soils with high leaching potential. The study contributes important baseline data on micronutrient constraints affecting coconut productivity, a crop of major economic and livelihood significance in coastal India. By combining soil and plant analyses across a large number of geo-referenced locations, the work offers insights relevant for site-specific nutrient management and micronutrient fertilization strategies. The findings are particularly useful for soil scientists, agronomists, and extension professionals working in coastal and light-textured soil environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It clearly specifies the nutrient of interest, the crop, and the geographical and agro-ecological context. No change is required.

Optional refinement (not mandatory):
“Soil and Plant Molybdenum Status in Coconut Plantations of the Southern Coastal Plain (AEU-1), Kerala, India”

	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, clearly outlining the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, minor improvements are recommended:

· Clarify that plant sufficiency comparisons are based on established standards from other crops, as coconut-specific thresholds are not available.

· Slightly reduce numerical detail and emphasize practical implications for coconut nutrient management.

· Ensure consistent formatting of units and symbols throughout.

Overall, only minor revisions are suggested.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The sampling strategy is appropriate and spatially representative, the analytical methods for soil and plant molybdenum determination are standard and well documented, and the statistical analyses are correctly applied. The interpretation of results is consistent with established knowledge of molybdenum behavior in sandy, acidic soils and its role in plant nutrition. The discussion appropriately links soil properties, Mo availability, and plant uptake, while acknowledging the limitations associated with the lack of coconut-specific sufficiency standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and include both classical and recent literature on molybdenum chemistry, plant nutrition, and soil–plant interactions. Recent studies (2023–2025) are appropriately cited, supporting the discussion and conclusions. Minor editorial attention is suggested to remove duplicate references and ensure consistency in citation formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and technically accurate; however, the English language requires moderate editorial revision. Issues include long and complex sentences, inconsistent capitalization, typographical errors, and minor grammatical inaccuracies. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and readability, particularly in the Introduction and Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Ensure consistency in units, symbols, and spacing (e.g., mg kg⁻¹, MoO₄²⁻).

  Improve figure and table captions to be fully self-explanatory.

  Consider explicitly stating that coconut-specific Mo sufficiency ranges are lacking, justifying the use of comparative crop standards.

  A brief paragraph discussing implications for fertilizer recommendations and extension programs in Kerala would strengthen the applied relevance of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified. The study involves soil and plant sampling under standard agronomic survey procedures and does not involve human or animal subjects.
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