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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it investigates the combined effects of potassium and sulphur on the growth and yield of greengram, a vital pulse crop in India. With India's per capita pulse availability falling short of WHO recommendations and a significant portion of the country's children being protein-energy undernourished, there's a clear need to boost pulse productivity. This study addresses the low productivity of greengram, which is often cultivated on marginal land with insufficient fertiliser use, by specifically examining the impact of nutritional management with potassium and sulfur.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	Add Specifics on Methodology: The abstract mentions a randomized block design with ten treatments and three replications. While this is a good start, it could be more comprehensive by briefly mentioning what was used as the source of Potassium and Sulphur. This would give readers a more complete picture of the experimental setup.

Summarize Key Findings More Effectively: The abstract lists a long string of numbers for various parameters, which can be difficult to read. Instead of listing all the numerical values, it would be more effective to state the general trend. For example, instead of "Plant height (54.11), No of nodules (5.33), No of branches (7.90)...", a more concise statement like "The highest application rates of Potassium and Sulphur (T9) resulted in significant increases across all measured growth and yield parameters compared to the control" would be more impactful. Specific key metrics like Grain Yield, Net Return, and the B:C ratio could still be highlighted with their numerical values, as they are the most important economic outcomes.

Include a Brief Discussion of the "Why": The abstract mentions the results but doesn't offer a brief explanation as to why the highest application rates were so effective. A sentence or two summarising the discussion section, for example, noting that the increased yield is likely due to the synergistic effect of K and S on nitrogen fixation and plant metabolism, would provide valuable context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with the requested additions and edits, the manuscript will be more scientifically sound. The identified issues, such as the data discrepancies, inconsistent terminology, and unsubstantiated claims, need to be corrected to ensure the manuscript's accuracy and validity. By addressing these points, the research findings can be presented with greater clarity and scientific rigour.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient, but their recency could be improved. Most of the cited works are from the 2000s and early 2010s, with the most recent being from 2014. While these are not outdated for foundational information, more recent studies would strengthen the manuscript by showing it is current with the latest research in the field. To enhance the manuscript's scientific standing, I would suggest adding references from the past five years (2020-2025) that cover the following topics:


	

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


	The manuscript contains many typographical and grammatical errors, inconsistent terminology, repetitive and awkward phrasing, confusing data presentation, and a lack of proper citation within the text. To make the language suitable for scholarly communication, the authors should perform a thorough edit to correct these errors, improve sentence structure, ensure consistent terminology, and present the findings more professionally and concisely.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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