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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	1. This study is important because black gram is a key pulse crop in India that provides a rich source of protein and improves soil fertility through nitrogen fixation.

2. Enhancing nutrient management, specifically phosphorus, sulphur, and phosphate-solubilizing bacteria, can significantly improve black gram growth, yield, and nutrient uptake under the acidic soil conditions of Odisha.

3. Optimized nutrient strategies from this research can help increase productivity and sustainability in pulse-based farming systems, benefiting farmers and supporting food security.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest change to “Effects of Phosphorus, Sulphur, and Phosphate Solubilizing Bacteria (PSB) on Black Gram (Vigna mungo L.) Growth, Yield, and Nutrient Uptake in Odisha's Mid-Central Table Land Zone”
	

	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.


	1. Say less about specific numbers, more about overall improvements.

2. State statistical/statistical significance.

3. Briefly tying soil context to nutrient strategies.

4. Outline limitations or need for further research.
	

	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.
	References are too few
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Use standard coordinate notation (degrees, minutes, seconds) and confirm the correct coordinates to aid reproducibility and clarity.
2. Present treatment details as a table or in clearer bullet format to improve readability.
3. Explicitly describe PSB inoculation method, formulation (solid/liquid), and timing to allow replication.
4. Include plot size (e.g., m² per plot), border rows, and field layout schematic if possible.
5. Provide more statistical analysis details, including software, significance level, and post hoc tests
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