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PART 1


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by establishing the baseline data to understand the INM effects on soil biological properties and energy indices in the maize–toria cropping system. This study showed how the INM practices enhance soil health and energy efficiency. Besides, the results showed region-specific recommendations that can be used in the sustainable agriculture practise in Odisha, India.
	














































PART  2

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
· The title is clear.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 
· The author needs to explain why this study was conducted.
· What do these results mean to the agriculture field?
· What is the final recommendation?
· Write the acronym “FYM & PSB” in full for the first time in the text.

	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
· Avoid using acronyms in the keywords (INM- Integrated Nutrient Management).
· Can include “cropping system” in the keywords.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
· Divide the introduction into a few paragraphs instead of just one long paragraph.
· Scientific name of the crop needs to be written in standard taxonomic practise (Brassica campestris var. toria).
· The author needs to include the previous studies of INM in maize-toria or other crops, and the maize-toria cropping system in the introduction.
· The author needs to mention and explain the type of soil enzymes studied.
· The author mentions the study was conducted in the Eastern Ghat High Land zone. What is the problem that occurred in this land?
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
· The objectives are clear, but the hypothesis is not mentioned.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
· The literature reviews are relevant and up to date.
·  Two more statements in the text need to be cited.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
· Chemical names need to be written in full for the first time they appear in the text.
· Write the methodology into a few paragraphs instead of just one long paragraph.
· Some specific media need to be capitalized for each word (Actinomycetes Isolation Agar & Rose Bengal Chloramphenicol Agar)
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A
· This study does not involve any ethical issues.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 
· The data are clearly reported. 


	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
· Table 2 should be placed right after the result (Soil microbial population count)
· Table 3 should be placed right after the result (Soil enzymatic activity)

	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
· The discussion showed basic explanations. However, the deeper mechanisms were not explored.
· The author needs to link the result & discussion back to the study objective.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5

	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
· No limitations of the study are mentioned.

	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
· Some of the statements in the text  (introduction & Methodology) need to be cited.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
· Some minor grammatical mistakes.
	




	[bookmark: _Hlk171333471]Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.


Ramesh , B., Kaur, M., & Chhabra , V. (2023). Effect of Integrated Nutrient Management on Growth and Yield Parameters of Maize (Zea mays.) (Poaceae). International Journal of Environment and Climate Change, 13(8), 874–880. https://doi.org/10.9734/ijecc/2023/v13i82023 

Ananthi, T, & Shree , J. S. (2024). Influence of Integrated Nutrient Management Practices on Soil Fertility and Yield of Fodder Maize in Chennai. International Journal of Plant & Soil Science, 36(5), 143–151. https://doi.org/10.9734/ijpss/2024/v36i54511 












	






PART  3: 
	

	
	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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