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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 as it contains significant data on the effect of organic manures, iron and zinc enriched FYM on nutrients content and uptake by pearl millet. Similar studies had not been conducted in the studied area.
Effect of N, P, and K uptake by pearl millet is of importance in this study.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, this title is suitable. However, some amendments in terms of typological errors need to be addressed. Also, include the area of a study as suggested.
	

	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 good. The introduction section is good and shows the significance of the study. However, there are a few typing and grammatical mistakes that need to be addressed as highlighted. Recommendations and suggestions for future scientific research sections are missing in the abstract which should be added to make it more informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, this article is scientifically and technically sound and fills a research gap. This research demonstrates scientific correctness by the outlined results and discussions. There is relevant literature which has been cited.
However, some sections could benefit from clearer explanations and improved organization to enhance accessibility and precision. Conclusion is missing and should have like 4 points on the importance of the study and pinpoint areas of future research. After checking on those areas, this study is worthy to be published.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited and referenced materials are relevant to the present article with all citations in the reference list
	

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


	Please check a few grammar and punctuation typo errors in the article which have been highlighted. Please address them to improve this article
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has a few typographical and grammatical mistakes which need to be addressed to make the article better.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I did not run the article for plagiarism check
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8/10
Can do minor revisions
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