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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 provides valuable insights into the integrated use of fertigation and hydrogel for improving soil nutrient status and biochemical quality of mulberry, which is a critical crop for the sericulture industry. The study addresses an important gap by evaluating both soil fertility parameters and leaf biochemical attributes under graded fertigation levels combined with hydrogel application. The findings contribute to sustainable nutrient and water management practices, particularly under irrigated and moisture-sensitive agro-ecosystems. Overall, the research offers practical and scientifically sound recommendations that are relevant to agronomists, soil scientists, and sericulture researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, variables, and outcomes of the study. It accurately conveys the focus on hydrogel application, fertigation levels, soil nutrient status, and biochemical composition of mulberry. No change is required.
	

	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 and well-structured, covering the objective, methodology, key results, and conclusion of the study. It effectively highlights the superiority of fertigation integrated with hydrogel, particularly the T₆ treatment. However, minor improvement could be made by explicitly mentioning the experimental duration and location to enhance contextual clarity. Overall, no major revisions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RCBD), treatment structure, statistical analysis (ANOVA), and interpretation of results are appropriate and correctly applied. Standard and well-established methods were followed for soil, plant nutrient, and biochemical analyses. The discussion is well-supported by relevant literature and logically explains the observed trends
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are adequate and include both classical and recent studies relevant to fertigation, hydrogel application, and mulberry cultivation. The inclusion of recent publications (up to 2024) strengthens the scientific relevance of the manuscript. No additional references are mandatory, though inclusion of a recent review article on hydrogel-based nutrient management could further strengthen the background section.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and technically accurate. Minor grammatical corrections and stylistic polishing may be required in a few places, but these do not affect the scientific quality of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically strong and technically sound. Only minor language polishing and very small clarifications are suggested.
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