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	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.


	The study provides insights on the effect of zinc and sulphur on the yield and economics of soybean. The results reveal not significant difference between treatments in some yield performance. This can indicate that there is no need to apply more of the other micronutrient to improve the studied parameters.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest changing the title to “effect” instead of “influence” since the author lacks elaborate discussion on the influence or mechanism of the treatments’ synergy on their parameters.
	

	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.


	The abstract needs to add the mechanism for why some results show a not significant effect on the yield attribute and conclusion and recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of methods, it follows literature dating from 1985, which may lack recent validation. Look for newer articles to support your methodology. The study's results need further improvement in terms of discussing the reason behind the not significant results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but the methods should be updated
	

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


	The article needs more refinement in terms of punctuation, grammar, and third person and passive voice.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper needs more improvement in the introduction and results and discussion part. The problem statement is lacking on why the study should be conducted. The results and discussion lack elaboration on the mechanism of the treatments to further validate the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No evidence of ethical issues was found; I suggest that the author include an ethics-compliant statement.
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