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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.


	This study proves that a structured organic package boosts paddy yield by 29%, net income by ~₹12,600/ha, and B:C ratio in tribal rainfed areas compared to FYM-only practice, offering a scalable model to transform “organic-by-default” farming into profitable, sustainable systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Enhancing Productivity and Profitability of Organic Paddy through Integrated Nutrient Management in Tribal Areas of Alluri Sitarama Raju District, Andhra Pradesh”


	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not fully comprehensive.

Key:
Missing % yield increase (29%)

Missing comparison values for farmers’ practice (26.5 q/ha, ₹28,179/ha, B:C 1.91)

No mention of scale (30 FLDs, 12 ha, 3 years)

Doesn’t highlight the integrated nature of the organic package

Suggestions:
Add: 29% higher yield, exact comparison figures, and scale of demonstrations.

Delete: The last sentence explaining lower yield cause (explanatory, not needed in abstract).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and free from major errors. The methodology, data presentation, and interpretations are sound and consistent with standard agricultural research practices in frontline demonstrations (FLDs).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References: Not sufficiently recent.

- Only 2 out of 13 are post-2020.

- Most citations are 15–20 years old.

Add 4–5 recent papers (2021–2025) 


	

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


	No, the English quality is not suitable for direct publication in a peer-reviewed scholarly journal.


	

	Optional/General comments


	-Strong on-farm evidence; good FLD study for tribal rainfed organic paddy. 

-Scientifically sound, data consistent and credible. 

-Major: Improper English grammar, typos, and repetitive style (needs thorough language editing). 

-Abstract, title, and references need updating for impact and recency. 

-After language correction + minor revisions, suitable for journals like Indian Journal of Agronomy, Journal of Rice Research, or International Journal of Agricultural Extension. 

-  Ready for submission only after professional proofreading.
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