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	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.


	Matter is interesting and relevant to current research in agriculture especially in the field of crop production and cost of cultivation. Horse gram is one of the important legume crops among the underutilized potential nutrient supplements. Keeping its potential in terms of nutritional benefits to daily human diet in consideration, the approach towards research on horsegram production by the authors is really commendable. Overall write-up is good in quality but there is huge scope to improve.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	Abstract could be more attractive and truly representative to the main text. Better not to mention treatment codes in abstract. Make it catchy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Most of the references are very old (<2010). Some of the references mentioned in the main text are missing in the reference list and vice-versa. Authors are requested to recheck all the references and add some more current references.
	

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


	Quite OK.
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	Focus on highlights of the outcomes and write in abstract. Introduction should not be very lengthy, but relevant to the topic of concern. Discussion portion needs lots of supportive reports which may authenticate your findings, otherwise it’s a mess. Scope of improvement in writing skill, grammatical skill, technical maturity. Graphical representations were not up-to-the-mark. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Kinjal Mondal, Maharana Pratap University of Agriculture and Technology, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

