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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 review article provides a comprehensive synthesis of Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) strategies for sustainable sugarcane production in India, integrating agronomic, environmental, institutional, and policy perspectives. It systematically consolidates dispersed research findings on nutrient use efficiency, soil health restoration, and emerging innovations such as nano-fertilisers and digital nutrient tools. The manuscript is particularly valuable for researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers working on sustainable intensification of high-input cropping systems. By linking field-level evidence with policy imperatives, the paper contributes meaningfully to advancing climate-resilient and resource-efficient sugarcane agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the review. It effectively captures the scientific, practical, and policy dimensions of Integrated Nutrient Management in sugarcane systems. No change is necessary.
	

	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 well-structured, covering background, objectives, major findings, innovations, and policy relevance. However, minor language polishing is recommended to improve clarity and conciseness. Reducing sentence length and avoiding repetition would enhance its readability. A brief, clearer statement of the main conclusions would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically well-grounded. It is supported by extensive literature, institutional reports, and long-term field studies from ICAR and State Agricultural Universities. The discussion of nutrient dynamics, plant and ratoon crop requirements, and soil fertility trends is accurate and consistent with current knowledge. However, some sections are repetitive and should be condensed to improve focus and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date, with good coverage from 2018–2025, including journal articles and institutional publications. However, the reference list requires technical corrections:
• Removal of duplicate entries
• Completion of incomplete references
• Standardization of citation format according to journal style
Addressing these issues will improve the technical quality of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript requires professional English editing. Several sentences are overly long, repetitive, and grammatically heavy. Moderate to major language polishing is recommended to improve fluency, precision, and journal-level presentation.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and thematically strong, but it would benefit from:
• Reduction of redundancy across sections dealing with soil fertility decline and nutrient imbalance
• Clear presentation of all referenced tables and figures
• Stronger critical synthesis in the policy section
• Professional language editing

After these revisions, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript is a review article based on published literature and institutional reports.
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