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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.

	The manuscript details a thoughtfully executed gradient experiment employing the Soil Test Crop Response (STCR) methodology on Chakravarthi Keerai, a nutritionally rich green leafy vegetable. The study’s outcomes are particularly relevant for enhancing nutrient management practices in high-altitude agro-ecosystems like the Western Ghats. By aligning fertilizer application with crop response and soil status, the research offers valuable insights into region-specific nutrient recommendations. This work supports the broader goals of precision agriculture and sustainable soil fertility management, with practical implications for improving both crop productivity and long-term soil health.
	

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

	 Yes
	

	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.

	In the abstract, the phrase “notable nutritional and therapeutic value” could be softened to “recognized nutritional value” to maintain a more neutral scientific tone.

Also, consider rephrasing “had a notable impact on soil fertility status, macronutrient absorption...” as “had a significant effect on soil nutrient status and plant nutrient uptake” for improved clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound and well-structured, using standard methods. However, some minor changes are needed, especially to better explain  replication design and statistical analysis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Where possible, consider updating the references with more recent publications from the past five years to enhance the study's relevance. Also, it would be helpful to correct small inconsistencies in the citation formatting, such as punctuation, italics, and the order of author names.
	

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

	In the abstract, try to avoid redundancy in phrases like “further, nutrient uptake was calculated…”—this can be simplified to make it more concise. Also, make sure to use units consistently throughout the manuscript (either “ha⁻¹” or “kg ha⁻¹,” but not both). In Sections 3.4 and 3.5, consider choosing either percentage or absolute values when discussing increases—using both repeatedly makes the text feel wordy. Keeping it consistent will help improve clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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