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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript addresses an important issue of micronutrient management in fodder pearl millet, which is highly relevant for sustaining livestock productivity in micronutrient-deficient soils of India. Zinc and iron deficiencies are widespread and directly affect fodder yield and farm profitability. The study provides practical, field-based evidence on the effectiveness of combined soil application of Zn and Fe. The findings will be useful for researchers, extension workers, and policy planners involved in fodder production and nutrient management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the study. No change is required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and informative. However, it may be slightly condensed to reduce repetition of numerical values and to clearly highlight the major findings and conclusions. Inclusion of a brief statement on statistical significance would further improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, methodology, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and valid. The conclusions are well supported by the experimental data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent. They adequately support the background, methodology, and discussion. Minor formatting corrections may be required as per journal guidelines.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, repetition, and typographical issues are present in some sections. Careful language editing will improve readability and scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript reports a well-designed field experiment on the effect of zinc and iron application on fodder pearl millet. The methodology and statistical analysis are appropriate, and the results are clearly presented and supported by data. The findings demonstrate the advantage of combined soil application of Zn and Fe in improving growth, yield, and economic returns.

Minor revisions are suggested to improve clarity and presentation, including condensation of the abstract, reduction of repetitive discussion, correction of minor typographical errors (notably in the economics table), and language polishing. After these minor revisions, the manuscript is 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 details)
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