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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.


	The manuscript addresses an agronomically relevant topic, focusing on integrated nutrient management strategies for papaya cultivation under tropical conditions. The evaluation of combined mineral fertilizers, organic nutrient sources and biofertilizers over two consecutive years provides information that may be useful for improving nutrient management practices in papaya production systems. The study contributes region-specific data that may support decision-making in similar agroclimatic zones. However, the broader scientific impact would be enhanced by clearer articulation of the study’s contribution beyond existing literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate; however, it refers to “quality” while the manuscript primarily reports growth and yield parameters. If fruit quality traits are not explicitly measured and discussed, the title should be revised to reflect the actual scope of the study.
Suggested alternative title:
Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management on Growth and Yield of Papaya (Carica papaya L.) cv. Gujarat Junagadh Papaya 1.

	

	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 summarizes the study objectives and main findings but requires improvement in clarity and precision. The definition of the control treatment is misleading, as it includes both mineral fertilizer and farmyard manure and does not represent a true control. The abstract should clearly specify the experimental unit, number of plants used for analysis, and the exact parameters considered as “quality,” if applicable. Minor language revision is also recommended to improve conciseness and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally based on a sound experimental design and presents consistent results across two growing seasons. However, there are conceptual and methodological issues that need to be addressed, particularly the definition of the control treatment and the inability to isolate the effect of the biofertilizer, as it is included in all treatments. In addition, clarification of the experimental unit and verification of pooled data values are necessary to ensure scientific accuracy. Therefore, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable only after substantial revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, including both classical and recent studies on integrated nutrient management in papaya and other fruit crops. However, some references require better formatting and standardization according to journal guidelines. Inclusion of more recent studies focusing on nutrient use efficiency or sustainability metrics in fruit crops could further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The current quality of English is not fully suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript contains grammatical errors, repetitive sentence structures and awkward phrasing that affect readability and clarity. Professional English language editing is strongly recommended before the manuscript can be considered for publication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has potential due to its two-year field dataset and practical relevance; however, substantial revisions are required to improve methodological clarity, data presentation and depth of discussion. Greater emphasis on the scientific contribution and improved organization of tables and discussion would significantly enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No apparent ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study is based on a field experiment involving a plant crop and does not include human participants, animals, or procedures requiring approval by an ethics committee. Nevertheless, the authors are encouraged to include an explicit statement confirming the absence of ethical concerns, in accordance with the journal’s editorial policies.
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