Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_152521

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of Different Nutrient Management Practices on Nutrient Uptake in Green Gram (Vigna radiata L.)

	Type of the Article
	Original article 


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript provides valuable empirical evidence supporting the efficacy of Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) in legume cultivation, specifically demonstrating that combining vermicompost with reduced chemical fertilizers optimizes nutrient uptake in green gram. It addresses the critical challenge of sustainable intensification by offering a practical strategy to enhance nutrient use efficiency while mitigating soil degradation and reducing overdependence on synthetic inputs. The findings are particularly significant for agro-ecosystems in South and Southeast Asia, providing a science-based model to improve crop productivity and soil health. Consequently, this work contributes directly to advancing sustainable agricultural practices and food security research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of manuscripte is clear and scientifically formatted but overly general. Using "different practices" lacks specificity, and focusing solely on "nutrient uptake" misses the broader agronomic context. A stronger title should explicitly state the compared practices and a key output variable.

Suggested Improved Title: "Enhancing Nutrient Uptake and Yield in Green Gram (Vigna radiata L.) through Integrated Organic and Inorganic Nutrient Management Strategies".
	

	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.


	This abstract is well-structured, covering the rationale, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusion. However, it is overly detailed methodologically. Listing all nine treatments makes it verbose; a summary of treatment categories (e.g., control, organic, chemical, integrated) would suffice. The results are clearly stated, though the phrase "statistically at par with..." could be more directly phrased (e.g., "was similarly effective as..."). The conclusion effectively highlights the main finding but could be strengthened by briefly stating a broader implication for sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. Its conclusions are supported by a properly designed field experiment using a Randomized Block Design with replication, appropriate statistical analysis (ANOVA), and correctly presented results with measures of variance. The interpretation logically connects the findings specifically the superiority of the integrated RDF and vermicompost treatment to established agronomic principles. The suggested improvements regarding the title, abstract, and conclusions pertain to enhancing clarity and impact. The core research, data, and inferences are valid and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the reference list is adequate, its impact would be greatly enhanced by adding more recent (2023-2024) and highly specific studies. To strengthen the manuscript, consider incorporating current research on the microbial mechanisms of vermicompost in legumes, a very recent study reporting similar results in a related pulse crop, and a contemporary review on INM's role in sustainability. A targeted search for such publications will align your work with the latest scientific discourse, increasing its relevance and appeal to reviewers and readers.
	

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


	The article's language is suitable for scholarly communication, with correct terminology and clear meaning. However, it requires polishing to improve conciseness, sentence flow, and precise phrasing. Minor issues include wordiness and occasional article usage. A thorough proofread using grammar tools or a native-speaking colleague is recommended to enhance fluency and professionalism, ensuring the manuscript is both compelling and publication-ready.
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	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable and well-executed study. Its experimental design is robust, the data are presented clearly, and the key finding that the integrated application of worm compost and chemical fertilizers improves nutrient uptake is clear and important for sustainable legume production. To maximize its impact, strategic revisions to clarify its content are recommended. Improving the title and abstract to be more specific and engaging will immediately capture the reader's attention. Expanding the conclusions to discuss the practical implications of the findings for farmers and policymakers would significantly enhance the study's practical value. The research itself is of high quality. With some attention to writing and communication, particularly in the introduction and conclusion, this study has strong potential to make a valuable contribution to the field of sustainable agriculture.
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