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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 manuscript is of importance to the scientific community as it addresses the influence of chemical fertilization on the soil microbial community and, furthermore, explores methods for its improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately describes the study's content. It is factually correct and informative. However, it could be slightly improved (see manuscript).
	

	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 complete and informative. However, it fails to frame the general problem and the importance of the research. Additionally, the main treatments and sub-treatments are not mentioned or detailed. The soil analysis can be removed from the abstract. A sentence introducing the results is also missing. The abstract presents results (enzyme activity and improved nutrient availability) that do not appear in the main body of the paper. Therefore, this part must be completely removed. Regarding the keywords, I suggest a minor improvement (see manuscript).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically sound as it has many shortcomings. While the fieldwork seems to have been conducted correctly, the manuscript presents an erroneous interpretation of its own statistics, an incomplete report, and a superficial discussion, which prevents it from being considered scientifically sound in its current state.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and mostly outdated. I suggest that the author add more references to certain paragraphs while updating the older references mentioned in the manuscript (see manuscript).


	

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


	In my opinion, the quality of the English language needs to be improved to be suitable for scientific communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript, in its current form, does not meet the standards for scientific publication due to significant interpretative errors, inconsistencies, and a superficial analysis. A major revision is required, focusing on the following priority areas:

· Abstract: Remove unsupported claims (enzyme activity, improved nutrient availability), as no corresponding data are presented in the manuscript.

· Introduction: Restructure the introduction to clearly establish the research gap and explicitly state the study's objectives.

· Scope: Clarify the scope of the study (whether it covers only foxtail millet or the entire foxtail millet/bengalgram system).

· Statistical Interpretation: Correct the erroneous interpretation of statistical results, particularly regarding the non-significant interactions.

· Discussion: Completely rewrite the discussion section to provide a critical and in-depth analysis of the data, rather than merely repeating the results.

· References: Update the bibliography with more recent and relevant literature.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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