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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 study highlights the importance of foliar micronutrient application in improving the nutritional and physiological quality of broccoli under field conditions. The results demonstrate that appropriate micronutrient combinations can effectively enhance vitamin C, protein, and chlorophyll contents. The findings provide practical and sustainable nutrient management strategies for quality improvement in high-value vegetable crops. Overall, the study offers useful scientific insights for researchers and practitioners in plant nutrition and horticulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly represents the main focus of the study. However, it can be slightly improved to better highlight the emphasis on foliar micronutrient application and quality improvement. A simple and clear alternative title is:

“Enhancing Quality of Broccoli through Foliar Application of Micronutrients”


	

	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 clear and covers the main aim and results of the study. However, it could be improved by briefly adding key details about the experimental design and highlighting the most important results. Including a short concluding sentence that explains the practical importance of the findings would also strengthen the abstract. Overall, no major points need to be removed, but minor additions would make it more complete and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The research methods are appropriate, the results are clearly presented, and the conclusions are supported by the data. Only minor improvements in clarity are needed, with no major scientific issues identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes enough relevant references, but some are a bit old. Adding more recent studies from the last 3–5 years, especially on foliar-applied micronutrients in broccoli, would make the references stronger and show that the study is up to date.
	

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


	The manuscript includes enough relevant references, but some are a bit old. Adding more recent studies from the last 3–5 years, especially on foliar-applied micronutrients in broccoli, would make the references stronger and show that the study is up to date.
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	The manuscript is clear, well-organized, and scientifically sound. Minor improvements, like clarifying methods, updating some references, and adding a short note on practical importance, would make it stronger.
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