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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 (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.


	Pea being a leguminous crop is very sensitive to the levels of fertilizers applied as it influences the growth of the plant particularly the root growth. This effect may be  much pronounced in one genotype than the other and in various types of soil & agroclimatic condition. Therefore, agroclimatic zone specific genotypes are being tested for growth & yield attributes under various levels of phosphorus in order to get optimum yield with low input cost. With this view present manuscript may help the scientific community to understand the role of genotypes, agro climatic condition and level of phosphorus applied in growth and yield attributing traits in pea.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Effect of phosphorus levels on growth and yield of different varieties of pea (Pisum sativum L.)
	

	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.


	Title of the research should be modified in abstract. Word “maximum” in line number 7 & 10 of the abstract should be replaced by “most of the”. Add “significantly higher” after word “recorded” in line no. 12 of the abstract. The abstract may be revised by showing statistically significance of one treatment over the other and it should be written as past tense e.g “compared to” in place of compare.
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically correct but plenty of small grammatical and spelling errors are there which may be corrected before publication. The corrections/suggestions needed might have been highlighted in track change mode if the MS word file of MS would have been provided.
Additionally, in the materials and methods section, it is written that the uniform dose of phosphorus @60 kg was applied in all the plots which seems to be wrong as the treatments taken were with different levels of Phosphorus.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Following references may be added in first paragraph of Introduction

1. Singh, S.K., Kumari, S., Shivay, Y.S., Joshi, M.A. and  Tomar, B.S  (2018) Effect of date, method of sowing and seed rate on growth, yield and seed quality attributes in garden pea. Veg. Sci.45 (2):220-225.
2. Singh, S. K.., Tomar, B. S., Anand, A., Kumari, S. and Prakash, K. (2018) Effect of growth regulators on growth, seed yield and quality attributes in garden pea (Pisum sativum var Hortense) cv. Pusa Pragati. Ind. J. Agric. Sci.88 (11): 1730-1734.
Following reference may be cited in the second paragraph of introduction as well as the results and discussion section

3. Singh, S.K., Tomar, B.S.,  Shivay, Y.S., Joshi, M.A., Anand, A., Prasad, R. and  Kumari, S. (2018) Effect of level and sources of phosphorus on morpho-physiological, seed yield and quality parameters in garden pea (Pisum sativum). Ind. J.  Agronomy 63 (4): 477-481.

	

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


	The manuscript should be revised for eliminating the grammatical and minor spelling errors before publication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

To the best of my knowledge, no such ethical issues are observed.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	To the best of my knowledge, no competing interests are observed.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	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)
	8.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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