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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 regular use of inorganic fertilizers are deteriorating the soil health making it an unhealthy environment for the plants for a long term. The balanced use of organic fertilizers and biofertilizers along with inorganic fertilizers helps in improving soil fertility status by improving microbial population which helps in making the nutrients available to the plants. The concept of integrating nutrient management is helpful in reducing dependency on the inorganic fertilizers while improving palnt yield with quality fruits and long term orchard sustainability. Therefore, the study of INM in pomegranate cv. Bhagwa, which is the leading cultivar can also increase farmer’s income along with yield and quality of the fruits.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the core objective of the study conducted. But slight modification can be done by using a standard term “Integrated Nutrient Management” instead of “Integrated nutrient inputs”.
“Enhancing growth and flowering through Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) in pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) cv. Bhagwa” 

OR

“Enhancing growth and flowering through Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) in pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) cv. Bhagwa during Ambe bahar”
	

	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 informative and includes a clear objective of the study with the experimental design used. It highlights the key findings with the overall conclusion. The keywords used are also appropriate but can also include “Pomegranate” and “Ambe bahar” 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically appropriate and the methodology includes a well structured replicated field experiment with different treatment combinations which are relevant and logically framed. The statistical analysis using ANOVA is appropriately done and the results are supported by the related findings from the earlier studies. However, minor improvements can be done:
· Specify the time of application in the materials and methods.

· Include detailed methodology for measurement of plant height, spread and volume including formula to enhance practical relevance.
· Justify the relevance of increase in male flower percentage with proper discussion in relation to the productivity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed are adequate and relevant to the topic. But some of the references are older like “Shukla et al., 2009” and “Khan et al., 2012”. So, inclusion of some recent references would strengthen the literature support.
	

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


	There are minor grammatical and typing errors which needs correction like
· “which belongs to the Punicaceae family” instead of “which belonging to” in Introduction.

· “Thrips” instead of “Thirps”
	

	Optional/General comments


	· References should be written in an uniform format as per the guidelines of the journal. 
· The botanical name should be written in italics (In some references).

· Capitalize the first letter of each word for the name of varieties. Example: “Early Bhagwa”
· “Shukla et al., 2009” is cited in the discussion of flowering parameters, but it is missing in the reference section. 
	


	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)

On the basis of the content of manuscript, no ethical issues are identified.
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