Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_145693

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Optimizing Nitrogen and Sulphur Nutrition: Enhancing Productivity of Late-Sown Wheat

	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.
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	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 research is really important because it deals with the most important strategic crop, which is wheat. It is also important from an economic perspective because the research contributes to achieving the primary goal of the producer, which is increasing profits. Therefore, it will encourage producers to increase their production in areas where production has decreased by improving the efficiency of wheat production, in addition to reducing costs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes its suitable
	

	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.


	It is better for the summary to include the amount and percentage of increase in the grain yield as a result of using the recommended treatment, meaning the highest yield you obtained and the lowest yield, to demonstrate the technical feasibility and the cost reduction achieved, achieving price feasibility, and thus we arrive at achieving the economic schedule after achieving the technical and price feasibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It only needs to recalculate Table No. 4 because the last column represents the ratio of total revenue to total cost. If it is calculated from the table, there is an error in the calculation. It is preferable to reconsider or clarify how the last column of the table was calculated
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references relied upon by the researcher are relatively old, as the percentage of recent research was only 24%, while the percentage of old research, i.e. before 2020, was 76%, which is a very high percentage. Therefore, it is preferable to rely on more recent research.
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