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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 is highly important as it addresses the critical challenge of sustainable nutrient management in organic pulse production. It provides scientifically validated, location-specific recommendations for combining enriched organic manures and traditional liquid foliar sprays like Panchagavya, which are of great practical value to farmers. The study's focus on nutrient use efficiency and economic viability offers a valuable framework for improving the yield and quality of blackgram, thereby contributing to food security and the economic sustainability of organic farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	  Addition/Clarity: The objective is stated indirectly. It should begin with a clear statement, e.g., "This study aimed to evaluate the effect of organic manures and foliar sprays on the yield, quality, and nutrient response of organic blackgram." 

  Deletion/Restructuring: The results section is a long, complex sentence that is hard to follow. It should be broken down. For example: "The combination of enriched FYM and Panchagavya spray at Bhavanisagar, and vermicompost with Panchagavya at Coimbatore, produced the highest grain yield, protein content, and nutrient uptake." 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is robust, employing a standard split-plot design with replications across two distinct locations, which strengthens the validity of the findings. The use of established analytical methods (Kjeldahl, Colorimetric) and appropriate statistical analysis (ANOVA, CD) supports the reliability of the results and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and generally recent. The authors have effectively cited foundational works (e.g., Panse and Sukhatame, 1967) while also including numerous references from the last five years (e.g., 2023, 2024, 2025), demonstrating an up-to-date understanding of the field. No additional references are suggested.
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication as the scientific meaning is clear. However, it requires substantial proofreading before publication due to frequent spelling errors and grammatical inconsistencies.
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