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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 sustainable nutrient management practices under organic farming systems, particularly in wheat-based cropping systems. The study highlights the role of organic nutrient sources such as farmyard manure, poultry manure, and Bokashi manure in improving soil fertility, organic carbon, and nutrient availability after wheat harvest. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge on soil health restoration and long-term productivity in organic agriculture. Additionally, the results are highly relevant for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers aiming to promote environmentally sustainable and resource-efficient farming practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and scope of the study
Suggested improvement: 
Agronomic Evaluation of Organic Nutrient Sources on Soil Productivity after Wheat Harvest under an Organic Production System
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings effectively.

Suggestions:

1. Include a clear objective statement in one concise sentence at the beginning.

2. Add a brief conclusion or recommendation at the end of the abstract.

3. Reduce excessive numerical details and focus on key findings for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (split plot), methodology, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the objectives of the study. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant discussion.

Minor suggestions:

1. Clearly mention the statistical software used (if applicable).

2. Improve clarity in interpretation of non-significant results.

3. Avoid repetition between Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequate; however, inclusion of more recent (last 5 years) studies would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires minor to moderate language editing.

· Improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity.

· Avoid repetition and long sentences.

· Ensure consistency in terminology (e.g., “farm yard manure” → “farmyard manure”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant but requires minor improvements in language, formatting, and clarity before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified. The study involves field experimentation and does not involve human or animal ethical concerns.
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