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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and relevant topic in soil fertility and crop nutrition, particularly the integration of micronutrients (boron) with macronutrients (NPK) for improving tomato productivity on Inceptisols. The study is well-aligned with current needs for balanced fertilization and nutrient use efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	   Scientific name spelling error: Solanum lycopersium               Solanum lycopersicum
	

	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.


	· Minor grammar corrections

· Avoid repetition of “microcompound fertilizer and N, P, and K”

· Mention experimental design (CRBD) briefly


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Materials and Methods

· “Completely Randomized Block Design (CRBD)” → incorrect terminology
 Should be: Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD)
· Units inconsistency:

Use uniform format (e.g., kg ha⁻¹, g plant⁻¹)

· Clarify:

Plot size and experimental layout (already partly given but can be clearer)

Environmental conditions (temperature, rainfall)

Results and Discussion

· Some repetition between results and discussion

· Tables need improvement:

Table 2 has duplicate column name (“Weight per Fruit”)
Formatting of values (comma vs decimal point inconsistency)

· Scientific clarity:

Avoid unclear phrases like “thought to be influenced”

Use stronger scientific reasoning
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	The reference list is moderately recent but not fully comprehensive
	

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


	The overall English language quality is moderate and requires improvement
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