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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.


	This manuscript offers a valuable applied contribution to the agricultural scientific community, particularly within the context of Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) and the enhancement of sustainable productivity. Through three years of field data, the study demonstrates the economic and environmental importance of moving away from generic fertilizer recommendations and adopting those based on a precise diagnostic assessment of soil conditions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is largely appropriate but somewhat lengthy.

Alternative suggestion (more concise):

"Enhancing Rice Yield and Profitability through Soil Test-Based Fertilization and Micronutrient Foliar Sprays"
	

	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 regarding key economic findings but insufficient in terms of methodology and objective.

Suggestions for additions:

Objective: Add a sentence clarifying the main goal (e.g., "This study aimed to evaluate the impact of a technological package combining soil test-based fertilizer recommendations and micronutrient foliar sprays...").

Relative Improvement: Mentioning the average crop improvement percentage (6.6%) and the notable benefit-cost ratios (e.g., 2.41:1 vs. 1.94:1) would strengthen the abstract.

Brief Methodology: A concise phrase about the study design could be added (e.g., "through Front Line Demonstrations in farmers' fields...").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific foundation of the study is sound, and the hypothesis is supported by a strong literature review. However, there is a complete absence of statistical analysis. There is no mention of the statistical tests used (e.g., ANOVA), no p-values, and no measures of dispersion (such as standard deviation).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the cited references are quite old, and it is preferable to add more recent references (within the last 5 years).


	

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


	The language is scientifically sound; however, further review and editing are advisable.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Conditional Accept, pending the completion of the major required revisions. This particularly pertains to the incorporation of appropriate statistical analysis and clarification of the statistical methodology, in addition to linguistic editing and correction of formal errors in the references and labeling.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ibrahim Talal Hafez, Damascus University, Syria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


