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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.


	the work contributes useful applied knowledge for promoting sustainable nutrient management strategies in rice-based cropping systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No change
	

	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.


	Minor improvements:

· Quantitative results (e.g., percentage increase in grain yield under T10 compared to control or RDF alone) may be briefly included to strengthen the impact.

· A short concluding sentence emphasizing the practical implication or recommendation for farmers/agro-ecological conditions could enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	issues related to consistency in terminology (e.g., spellings) and formatting can be addressed during revision but do not affect scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	inclusion of a few more recent (post-2020) peer-reviewed studies, particularly from high-impact agronomy or soil science journals, would further strengthen the literature base and global relevance. Updating older FAO statistics with more recent datasets, if available, is also recommended.
	

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


	The language and English quality are acceptable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Units, symbols, and treatment nomenclature should be standardized throughout the manuscript. Tables are informative but could benefit from improved formatting and clearer captions. The discussion section could be slightly strengthened by deeper comparison with recent international studies. Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revisions, mainly focusing on language refinement, reference updating, and minor formatting improvements.
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