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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.


	This study is significant as it demonstrates the benefits of Integrated Nutrient Management in enhancing macro and micronutrient content and uptake in Bt cotton grown on Vertisols. The findings support balanced fertilization for improved nutrient use efficiency and soil health. The results are useful for promoting sustainable and productive cotton cultivation in Vertisol regions. Overall, the study provides valuable insights for developing site-specific nutrient management strategies for Bt cotton growing soils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is scientifically appropriate and clearly reflects the objectives of the study. However, it may be refined for brevity and clarity as: Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management on Nutrient Content and Uptake in Bt Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) grown on Vertisols.
	

	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 and adequately presents the treatments imposed, methodological approach and key findings clearly and concisely. It effectively summarizes the essential aspects of the study, providing sufficient detail to understand the experimental design and major outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, very correct.
· The continuity and logical flow between the Results and Discussion sections are currently lacking.

· For each parameter, the Results and Discussion may be presented together to ensure a more scientifically robust and coherent interpretation of the findings.

· As the discussion is presently provided separately after the Results section, the format may be revised in accordance with the journal guidelines.

· This modification would enhance clarity, improve flow, and strengthen the scientific justification of the study outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references are adequate, adding more recent literature (post-2019) related to similar studies would enhance the scientific depth and currency of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is well written and appropriate and good vocabulary is used.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The units of macro and micronutrient uptake should be carefully verified for accuracy and consistency throughout the manuscript.

· The RDF recommendation for potassium is indicated as nil; this should be rechecked for accuracy.

· Kindly clarify whether the nil recommendation was based on soil test values (e.g., high available K status of Vertisols).

· Ensure that the same units are clearly indicated in both the table headings and within the tables for uniform presentation.

· Include two to three recent references related to macro and micronutrient uptake under Integrated Nutrient Management to strengthen the discussion.

· Arrange all references strictly according to the journal’s prescribed format.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	From the information provided, no major ethical issues are evident in the manuscript itself. 
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