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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 important because it shows that integrated nutrient management combining organic inputs, micronutrients, and bio-inoculants can significantly improve citrus growth and yield in the field. The results provide a strong scientific basis for more sustainable and efficient citrus cultivation practices. This study is also relevant as a reference for researchers and practitioners in designing plant nutrition strategies based on input synergy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article title is appropriate for the content of the research. However, the title could be shortened to make it clearer and more effective.

Suggested short title:

“Integrated Nutrient Management for Growth and Yield of Sweet Orange (Citrus sinensis L. Osbeck) cv. Sathgudi”
	

	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 of this article is essentially complete and complies with scientific writing standards. It covers the objectives, methods, main results, and conclusions of the study. However, it is recommended to slightly summarize the numerical details, emphasize the research objectives, and briefly add practical implications to make the abstract more concise, clear, and impactful without changing its meaning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this paper is scientifically sound. The research was conducted with clear objectives, appropriate methodology, proper experimental design, and analysis and discussion supported by relevant scientific data and references. The conclusions drawn are also consistent with the research results, making the paper scientifically sound overall.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included are sufficient and relevant to support the objectives and discussion of the study, and include a combination of classic sources and recent literature (up to 2024–2025). However, to strengthen the scientific contribution, it is recommended to add several recent references (from the last 5 years) that specifically discuss integrated nutrient management and the application of bio-inoculants on citrus or similar annual fruit crops.
	

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


	In general, the English language quality in this article is good enough for scientific communication. Technical terms are used appropriately and the writing flow is easy to understand. However, minor editing is still needed to improve several sentences that are too long, repetitive phrases, and consistency in grammar and academic style so that the manuscript is more concise, clear, and in accordance with international journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript is well structured and has clear scientific and practical value for the development of sustainable citrus cultivation. The research is supported by strong field data and relevant discussion. With minor language editing and summarization in some sections, this manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the scientific literature in the field of plant nutrition and horticulture.
The manuscript has good scientific quality, clear methodology, data that supports the conclusions, and is relevant to the field. The revisions required are minor, mainly in terms of language editing, summarizing some sections, and improving the clarity of the presentation.
	

	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

Based on the review of the manuscript, no significant ethical issues were found. The research is an agronomic field study that does not involve human or animal subjects, the methodology is described transparently, and the references are well cited. Thus, this manuscript can be considered to comply with the principles of scientific research ethics.
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