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	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.


	The manuscript explores a critical agronomic issue regarding the optimization of spacing and fertilizer management to improve the growth, yield, quality, and economic aspects of kharif groundnut. As a major oilseed crop in India, groundnut requires region-specific recommendations due to the variability in soil fertility, climate, and cultivar responses. This research provides essential experimental data under the agro-climatic conditions of Gujarat and offers practical insights for enhancing the productivity and profitability of groundnut cultivation. The findings are directly applicable to agronomists, extension workers, and farmers who are striving for balanced nutrient management and efficient crop geometry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the objectives and content of the study.
	

	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 usually comprehensive and informative, including objectives, experimental design, treatments, principal findings, and conclusions. However, it is advised to consider minor improvements:
1. Avoid excessive numerical detail and repetition.

2. Clearly highlight the key practical recommendation in one concluding sentence.

3. Minor grammatical corrections are required.

Suggested improvements: 

(1) Replace “recorded significantly the highest number of plant height” with “recorded significantly higher plant height.”

(2) Clarify that protein content showed significance only under fertilizer levels, not spacing.

(3) Add a concise concluding statement summarizing the best treatment combination.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor in the areas of experimental design (utilizing a split-plot design with replication), treatment structure, statistical analysis, interpretation of results, logical discussion that is backed by prior studies. The agronomic justifications regarding spacing, fertilizer response, yield characteristics, and quality metrics are suitable and align with the current literature. The conclusions drawn are substantiated by experimental findings. 

Nonetheless, the manuscript could be enhanced by greater clarity in certain interpretations of results, elimination of redundant explanations, minor adjustments in units, grammar and phrasing. 

No significant scientific issues were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly pertinent and adequate, addressing crop nutrition, spacing effects, groundnut physiology and previous regional studies. The majority of references are within an acceptable timeframe (2004–2022). Nevertheless, adding 2–3 more recent peer-reviewed articles (2023–2024) from esteemed agronomy or oilseed journals would enhance the manuscript, particularly regarding integrated nutrient management, yield optimization in legumes and climate-resilient groundnut production.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear, yet it lacks the refinement needed for academic publication. The manuscript has grammatical mistakes, repetitive sentence constructions, and some minor formatting problems. It is highly advisable to seek professional English language editing to improve clarity, readability and the academic tone.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Vikas Sharma, Swami Keshwanand Rajasthan Agricultural University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


