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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 describes the importance of horticultural crop issues related to secondary nutrient and boron deficiencies in banana cultivation under tropical acidic soils. The study provides the field based evidences on the response of TC banana to optimized nutrient management. Findings state that improving fertilizer recommendations and sustainable productivity of banana in Kerala. This work is primarily related to the nutrient management of Ca, Mg, S, and boron foliar spray, as well as tropical horticultural nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the research is suited for this article and the scope 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.


	Clarify whether it is analyzed using RBD or FRBD design in the Abstract section. Provide implications of the study, which will be suitable for the farmers and the particular locality. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Apart from this methodological clarification, the study is valid, but the interpretation of results, particularly nutrient interaction effects, requires more scientific evidence in the discussion part and a need to correlate with soil fertility status.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references required recent year citations, particularly for the introduction and discussion sections. 
	

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


	The manuscript requires major English language quality so that researchers can able to read the paper and make a better impact on the journal. Several grammatical errors, issues of sentence construction, and inconsistencies in scientific writing style are evident and should be corrected before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract: As mentioned, Nileshwar, Kerala, but in the Materials section, as Farm of Kerala Agricultural University, Nileshwaram, Kerala, mention it uniformly.
Introduction: 
1. Mention the recent year data for area, production and productivity of banana for the world, India and particularly Kerala.
2. As mentioned, for the Nendran (AAB) variety, you should give a brief introduction.
3. Provide a recent year citation.

4. Give a proper objective for this study 
Material and Methods: 
1. An experimental approach is sufficient. As I mentioned above, clearly state whether the design is RBD or FRBD. 
2. In statistical analysis, provide the F-test (significance level percentage). 
3. In R software, what package is used?

4. Mention the spacing, duration of a banana, and variety of Nendran 
Result and Discussion: 

1. Rewrite the result section properly and also replace words such as “imposition”

2. Properly write the treatment or different levels, including values 

3. Add recent year citation and remove old year citation 

4. Discussion of Ca, Mg and boron is adequate, but Sulphur is required to meet scientific justification 

5. As the author mention the average number of days? Provide the days in a tabular column 
6. Nutrient interaction effect provides a synergistic or antagonistic?
7. In the discussion section, correlate with nutrient status and economics of the banana as preferable for this article 

Figure 1: Nutrient levels section Ca1, Ca2, Mg1, Mg2, S1, S2 make into subscript like this Ca1, Ca2, Mg1, Mg2, S1, S2 
Figure 3: replace the word fingure to finger 

Tables 1 and 2: Mention the critical difference (p ≤ 0.05)
Conclusion: 

1. Rewrite the whole part; it is not sufficient to conclude based on the study.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues that were identified. Study based on horticultural crop and without the involvement of human or animal subjects. Methodology and experimental data appear ethically appropriate. 
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