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	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 insights into the development and evaluation of integrated nutrient sticks, a novel slow-release fertilizer strategy, in red sandy loam soils. By systematically assessing nutrient release patterns, including primary, secondary, and micronutrients, as well as impacts on soil physical properties, the study offers a comprehensive understanding of how organic and inorganic combinations can improve soil fertility and nutrient-use efficiency. The findings are particularly relevant for sustainable agriculture, as they highlight a cost-effective approach to reducing nutrient losses and enhancing crop productivity in nutrient-deficient, acidic soils. Overall, this work contributes to the scientific community by advancing knowledge on precision nutrient management and integrated soil fertility strategies that can be adapted for various crops and soil types.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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, as it clearly presents the objective, methodology, key results, and conclusions regarding the performance of integrated nutrient sticks in red sandy loam soil. It highlights nutrient release patterns, the comparative performance of treatments, and improvements in soil physical properties.

However, a few suggestions could improve clarity and impact:

1. Specify the study duration and experimental design – Mentioning that the study was conducted over 60 days using a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) would give readers better context.

2. Quantitative results could be streamlined – While including exact nutrient values is informative, the abstract may benefit from summarizing key trends rather than listing multiple numbers, making it easier to read.

3. Clarify soil type and context early – Stating “red sandy loam soils of Kasaragod, Kerala” upfront would immediately indicate the relevance of the findings.

With these adjustments, the abstract would be more concise, focused, and reader-friendly while still retaining all essential information.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Accuracy and Suggestions:

The manuscript is scientifically sound overall. The methodology is appropriate, using a controlled incubation study with clear replication and standard soil analyses. Statistical analysis with ANOVA and critical difference is correctly applied. Results are logically presented, showing trends in nutrient release, secondary and micro-nutrient availability, and soil physical properties.

Specific recommendations for improvement or corrections:

Consistency in data reporting: Ensure that all nutrient concentrations are reported with consistent units throughout the manuscript (e.g., mg/kg vs. kg/ha). Some tables mix units, which could confuse readers.

Soil pH values: Some reported pH values drop below 4.0 (e.g., T₂ at 3.58). Such acidic values could influence nutrient solubility; it may be worth discussing this potential effect on nutrient availability.

Tables formatting: Some tables are large and difficult to interpret. Consider summarizing minor nutrients or combining related data to improve readability.

Reference updating: Some references are outdated or miss key recent studies on slow-release fertilizers in sandy soils. Adding recent literature could strengthen the scientific context.

Mechanistic explanation: The manuscript could briefly discuss why organic:inorganic ratios (e.g., 1:1.5 vs. 1.5:1) result in different nutrient release patterns, linking soil chemistry and organic matter interactions.

Grammar and English polishing: Minor language issues are present (e.g., “high content of available nitrogen was recorded for T4” → “T4 recorded the highest available nitrogen”). Editing for clarity and readability is recommended.
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