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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript titled "Assessment of Sulphur Nutrition on Productivity, Quality and Profitability of Rapeseed-Mustard: A Review" presents a comprehensive synthesis of research findings related to the role of sulphur (S) nutrition in rapeseed-mustard cultivation. The authors have collated a wide range of literature, provided detailed tables, and covered multiple aspects including physiology, deficiency symptoms, yield attributes, economics, and quality parameters. The topic is relevant and timely, considering the growing problem of sulphur deficiency in Indian soils and its significant impact on oilseed production. The review is extensive, well-referenced, and demonstrates the authors’ thorough engagement with the subject. However, the manuscript would benefit from structural refinement, improved language clarity, and removal of redundancies to enhance readability and scientific flow. The authors have made commendable efforts to compile a vast amount of literature and organize it into thematic sections. The inclusion of both physiological and economic perspectives is a strong point, as it bridges scientific understanding with practical applications. This manuscript can serve as a valuable reference for agronomists, soil scientists, and oilseed researchers once the suggested improvements are made.

Comments

1) The manuscript addresses agronomic, physiological, biochemical, and economic aspects of sulphur nutrition.

2) Over 60 references, including recent studies from 2023–2024, make the work up-to-date.

3) Tables on sulphur deficiency status, fertilizer recommendations, and deficiency symptoms are informative.

4) The review connects sulphur nutrition to nutrient use efficiency and climate resilience.

5) Some places use "kg/ha" while others write "kg ha⁻¹"; ensure uniformity.

6) Tables lack uniform style (some have merged cells, others are not aligned). Using consistent formatting will improve readability.
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