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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 important for the scientific community as it gives clear, field-based evidence about how integrated nutrient management strategies can enhance nutrient content and uptake in green gram. By systematically comparing organic, inorganic, and cow-based bioformulations, the study enhances understanding of nutrient-use efficiency and the  role of vermicompost with recommended fertilizer doses. 

 Overall, this study supports the broader goal of sustainable pulse crop production while addressing soil health, environmental concerns, and long-term agricultural productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	However the title is suitable, but the only suggestion is that it should include key novelty of the study like vermicompost or cow based bioformulations.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured. 

Suggestions for improvement

1. Add nutrient uptake explicitly

The objective and results mention nutrient content, but nutrient uptake is also part of the study.

So explicitly include “nutrient uptake” in the objective and summary.

2. Reduce background length

The first few sentences are informative but slightly long.

Condensing the background into 1–2 sharper sentences..

3. Quantify key findings 

Add one quantitative indicator (e.g., percentage increase in N, P, or K content) would strengthen impact of study.

Example: “resulted in ~16% higher P content compared to control.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct in its overall design, methodology, data analysis, and interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references look generally adequate and also provide necessary background, but the manuscript could have more benefits if it has inclusion of more recent studies (last 5–7 years) on integrated nutrient management in legumes and the effects of vermicompost on nutrient uptake, or the role of bioformulations in sustainable nutrient use. 
	

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


	YES
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO
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