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	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.


	Effect of Foliar Application of Nutrients and Plant Growth Regulators on Growth Vigna radiata L.) and Profitability of Mung Bean ( Abstract A field experiment was conducted at experimental farm, Department of Agronomy, A field experiment was conducted at experimental farm, Department of Agronomy, Faculty of Agriculture and Veterinary Sciences, Mewar University Gangrar, Chittorgarh (Rajasthan) during Rabi season of 2023-24 to effect of Nutrients and Plant Growth regulators on growth and yield of Mung bean variety “SML-832‟ was used in this study. The result revealed that the maximum growth parameters such as plant height (51.22 cm), dry matter accumulation (24.33 g), number of primary branches per plant (8.12), number of nodulation (35.85) and yield parameter such as number of pods per plant (17.10), number of seed per pod (9.20), grain yield (10.95 q/ha), straw yield (20.02 q/ha) and biological yield (30.97 q/ha) with application of T9 Urea @ 2% + Salicylic acid @ 75 ppm spray at flower initiation + Nitrobenzene @ 500 ppm at flower initiation. It was concluded that the treatment T9-Urea @ 2% + Salicylic acid @ 75 ppm spray at flower initiation + Nitrobenzene @ 500 ppm at flower initiation increases growth and yield of mung bean.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally appropriate but could be refined for clarity and specificity. An alternative title could be:

"Impact of Foliar Application of Nutrients and Plant Growth Regulators on Growth, Yield, and Profitability of Mung Bean (Vigna radiata L.)"

This revised title highlights the key aspects of the study (growth, yield, and profitability) while maintaining a clear focus on the intervention (foliar application of nutrients and plant growth regulators).


	

	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 generally comprehensive but could benefit from a few improvements for clarity and completeness. Here are some suggestions:
"A field experiment was conducted during the Rabi season of 2023-24 at the experimental farm of Mewar University, Rajasthan, to assess the effects of foliar application of nutrients and plant growth regulators on the growth, yield, and profitability of mung bean (Vigna radiata L.), variety 'SML-832'. The experiment revealed that the maximum growth parameters (plant height, dry matter accumulation, number of branches, and nodulation) and yield parameters (number of pods, number of seeds per pod, grain yield, straw yield, and biological yield) were observed with the application of T9 (Urea @ 2% + Salicylic acid @ 75 ppm + Nitrobenzene @ 500 ppm at flower initiation). The results highlight the potential of this treatment to enhance both growth and yield, offering practical insights for improving mung bean productivity and profitability. This study contributes valuable knowledge for sustainable mung bean cultivation and resource optimization."

This version includes more context and clarifies the practical significance of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears scientifically sound in terms of the experimental approach and the outcomes it reports.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, Include some recent references

	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally clear but would benefit from some revisions to enhance its suitability for scholarly communication. Here are some areas for improvement:

1. Clarity and Precision: Some phrases are somewhat unclear or redundant, and more precise language could be used in some instances. For example, the phrasing "A field experiment was conducted at experimental farm, Department of Agronomy" could be refined for better clarity.

2. Grammar and Syntax: There are minor issues with punctuation, such as inconsistent use of commas and conjunctions. In some cases, sentence structure can be improved for better readability. For example, "A field experiment was conducted at experimental farm, Department of Agronomy" could be revised to "A field experiment was conducted at the experimental farm of the Department of Agronomy."

3. Verb Tense Consistency: The manuscript switches between present and past tenses in some places, which could confuse the reader. The past tense should generally be used to describe experimental work and results.

4. Formal Tone: While the language is generally formal, a few sentences could be reworded to sound more professional and concise. For instance, "The result revealed that the maximum growth parameters such as plant height (51.22 cm)..." could be rewritten as "The results revealed that the maximum growth parameters, including plant height (51.22 cm),..."

5. Scientific Terminology: The terminology is mostly appropriate, but some terms could be more precisely defined or explained. For example, it may be helpful to briefly clarify what "Nitrobenzene" and "Salicylic acid" do at a physiological level in plants.
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