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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 provides field-based evidence on the effectiveness of soil test–based fertilizer application combined with micronutrient sprays in improving rice yield and farm profitability. It reinforces the role of balanced and site-specific nutrient management in sustaining soil health and enhancing resource-use efficiency. The study is particularly relevant for extension scientists and policymakers promoting soil-test–based recommendations under Indian farming conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the objectives and scope of the study. It appropriately highlights soil test–based fertilizer application, micronutrient sprays, yield, and economics in rice.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it may be strengthened by briefly mentioning the percentage yield improvement and economic gains to enhance clarity and impact. Minor editing is suggested to improve conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology followed for Front Line Demonstrations is appropriate. Data presentation and interpretation are logical and supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are consistent with the results obtained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, including both classical and recent studies. A few more recent references (last 3–5 years) on precision nutrient management or soil test–based fertilization in rice could further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical corrections, improved sentence structure, and consistency in terminology are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has strong practical relevance and extension value. Minor improvements in language, formatting, and reduction of repetition will enhance readability and overall quality. After minor revisions, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
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