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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 highlights the importance of integrated nutrient management (INM) in rice cultivation under alluvial soils. It shows that combining reduced chemical fertilizers with organic inputs like farmyard manure and vermicompost improves nutrient content, uptake efficiency, and soil health. This approach is especially valuable for areas suffering soil fertility decline from excessive fertilizer use. By also linking nutrient uptake to economic viability, the study provides practical guidance for sustainable rice production and long-term agricultural intensification.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management on Nutrient Content and Uptake in Rice (Oryza sativa L.)”, is clear and relevant. However, it could be slightly refined to better reflect the economic and sustainability aspects highlighted in the study. Suggested alternative: “Integrated Nutrient Management Enhances Nutrient Uptake, Soil Health, and Economic Viability in Rice (Oryza sativa L.)”
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and highlights the experimental design, key findings, and implications. Suggestions for improvement:

· Include yield and economic return data briefly, since profitability is mentioned in the objectives but not clearly summarized in the abstract.

· Consider shortening some methodological details (e.g., exact nutrient percentages of FYM/VC) to make space for a stronger emphasis on practical implications.

· End with a clearer statement on how these findings can guide policy or farmer-level adoption of INM practices.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RBD with replications), methods (standard nutrient analysis techniques), and statistical treatment (ANOVA with CD at p ≤ 0.05) are appropriate. The interpretation of results is logical and consistent with established literature. The conclusions are well-supported by the data presented.
	

	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 include both classic and recent works (2022–2025). They cover foundational studies on INM, soil fertility, and rice productivity. Suggestions for additional references:
· More global perspectives on INM in rice systems, e.g., FAO reports or meta-analyses on nutrient use efficiency.

· Recent studies on climate-smart nutrient management in rice (2023–2025) to strengthen the sustainability angle.

· A few references on economic analysis of INM adoption would enrich the discussion on profitability.


	

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


	The language is generally clear, scholarly, and suitable for publication. Technical terms are used correctly, and the flow is logical. Minor improvements suggested:
· Simplify long sentences in the introduction and discussion for better readability.

· Ensure consistency in tense (sometimes shifts between past and present).

· Avoid redundancy (e.g., repeated explanations of FYM and VC benefits).
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