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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	I feel that the article is of scientific value as it addresses a critical issue of sustainable methods of increasing food production in a world of rising populations and climate variability. The article provides a potentially viable intervention of integration organic sources of nutrient with synthetic fertilisers helping to get the best of both world: quick availability of nutrients at establishment and their slow release over the growth cycle, with the potential benefits to the microbial soil environment. The article localises the findings to Kanpur, Uttar Pradesh making them instantly relevant and consumable for farmers in that region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, I think the title is suitable, though I would prefer the use of the word “characteristics” instead of “characters”.
	

	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.

	I think that the author should provide the statistic for significance when discussing/stating “significantly” different results i.e. (p < 0.05) and not just give the absolute figures.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct but is seriously hamstrung by the lack of detail regarding statistical analysis in the “Materials and Method” and “Results and Discussion” sections which compromises its scientific rigour.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think they are though, the Protein method should be attributed to Kjeldahl, J (1883) not John  Kjeldahl (1983).
	

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

	Yes the quality of the English is sound.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is very promising but attention should be put into correcting the description of data analysis as well as following standard nomenclature in presenting significance indicators in tables (use of superscript letters), being explicit about methods used to separate means, giving the value of the p statistic whenever statistical differences are mentioned. Also, Rstudio is a UI, the author should mention both the version of R being used as well as the specific package and its version used to perform the statistical technique.
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