Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Plant & Soil Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJPSS_143878

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Phosphorus and Sulphur on growth and yield of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.)

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript holds considerable importance for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the combined effects of phosphorus and sulphur on the growth and productivity of chickpea, a major pulse crop contributing to food security and soil fertility. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title Effect of Phosphorus and Sulphur on Growth and Yield of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.)” is clear and relevant, but it is quite general. Many journals prefer titles that are concise yet specific, highlighting both the crop and the experimental focus. The  alternative title  you might be consider: Influence of Phosphorus and Sulphur Levels on Growth, Yield and Economics of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum 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.


	Your abstract is well-structured and covers the experiment, methodology, results, and economics. However, for journal standards, a few improvements can make it more comprehensive, precise, and impactful. Here are my suggestions:  Clear description of the experiment (location, design, treatments).

Results are quantified with key parameters (growth, yield, economics).

Strong conclusion showing practical relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is  scientifically correct and methodologically sound, with only minor refinements needed for clarity and completeness 

Minor improvements suggested:

 Ensure that statistical significance (p-values, LSD/SEm)  is reported in the results section, not just numerical differences.

 Avoid excessive listing of parameters in the abstract; emphasize key findings.

A short note on  soil type, fertility status, and climatic conditions  in the methodology would strengthen scientific rigor.

Discuss potential limitations  (e.g., site-specific findings) to improve balance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited should be carefully checked for sufficiency and regency. For a manuscript of this nature, 20–30 references are expected, with at least half from the last 5–7 years. I recommend including more recent studies on phosphorus and sulphur fertilization in chickpea and related pulses (e.g., Singh et al., 2021; Verma et al., 2022; FAO, 2021) to strengthen the scientific grounding and relevance of the work.
	

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


	The language quality is generally clear and understandable, but it could be polished to better meet the standards of scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear English and can be understood by an academic audience. However, minor editing is required to improve sentence flow, grammar, and consistency of terminology. Polishing the abstract by breaking down long sentences and avoiding excessive numerical listing would make it more suitable for scholarly communication..
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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