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1. All chapters of manuscript are just summarised not described or discussed and no novelty worked out.
2. Data collected in different times is not discussed so adding of data at harvesting time may be sufficient.

3. Treatments for nitrogen and sulfur were used in combination is it possible to describe individually in results?
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4. Mehtodolgy needs to improve background with environmental and geological conditions and write down all abbreviations with full spelling words. Please explain the combination treatments. Rewrite the data collection methodology 

5. In results and discussion: Add significant or nonsignificant probability %, add significant and non significant coefficient of co-relation r values. add reference in relevant finding place 

6. In interaction section same result figure are described tow times check please also add latest reference in this section.

7.  In conclusion DAS  figures are not discussed in paper so not a part of your conclusion may be deleted

8. Check references as per journal requirement
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Huge data presented in tables was not described and discussed fully in the manuscript
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient in whole manuscript especially in Introduction chapter
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript looking like a short communication while data presented in huge quantity and fully described and discussed in the scripts needs to improve.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment

May be published as per suggestion and corrections
	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)

	


Reviewer details:

Muhammad Chohan, Coastal Agriculture Research Institute, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


