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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.

	This study contributes to the limited information on the effects of land configuration and integrated nutrient management (INM) on productivity of sorghum under rainfed, semi-arid conditions. The results are promising for sustainable and efficient utilization of the fertilizers including nano urea in the presence of soil moisture and yield constraints. The results obtained are useful in evolving climate-resilient and resource-efficient cereal production technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate and describes the essence of the study. But it can be more specific and scientific by indicating the experimental factors and conditions. 
Alternative title of the study: Effect of Land Configuration and Fertilizer Management Practices on Yield and Resource-Use Efficiency of Sorghum in Semi-Arid Regions
	

	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, in general, informative and well designed, with a clear statement of the objective and methodology, the most important results and the recommendation. But, it has scope for further strengthening by addition of one or two quantitative result(s) viz., % yield increment under BBF and 100% RDF and also by stating experimental design (split plot, replications) in brief for clarity. It would increase the focus on results and relevance to practice if sentences giving background were slightly condensed..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The experimental design, treatment structure, statistical analysis and interpretation of results are consistent with standard agronomic research practices. The conclusions are well supported by the data presented and align logically with the stated objectives of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are sufficient and mostly appropriate for the subject matter of the study. Yet, some of the references are old and the review of the literature could be enriched by some more recent reports (last 5 years) concerning integrated nutrient management, sorghum productivity on rainfed conditions and application of nano-fertilizers. Add some recent works at least to make the scientific background stronger and to support the discussion in recent advances in the nutrient-use efficiency and climate-resilient cereal production.
	

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

	Overall, the manuscript is written in a language that is understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication. but a few grammatical errors, capitalization inconsistency and sentence structure problems exist. Please find attached the edited version of your manuscript.  A thorough proof reading or professional language editing would be helpful in order to enhance the clarity, flow and general academic writing quality.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Recommendation: Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically valid and well-organized and is of interest to this journal.Only very small language, presentation and some very recent references related improvements are suggested prior to acceptance.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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