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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides evidence-based information on the usage of inorganic sulphur along with vermicompost in the cultivation of black gram. The findings offer a practical solution on how to augment the yield and nutrient uptake of the grain of black gram. I like this manuscript because it is well-structured, presents clear and actionable results, and contributes valuable knowledge to the field of integrated application of sulphur and vermicompost, potentially influencing future research and farming practices to boost productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but quite intricate. A more concise and equally informative alternative could be: "Effect of different doses of sulphur and vermicompost on yield and nutrient uptake of black gram (Vigna mungo L.)"

This title maintains the key elements and is briefer too.


	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, providing a summary of the study's objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, some suggestions for improvement include:

1. Brief Background: Adding one to two sentences about the significance of black gram and the advantages of using inorganic sulphur and vermicompost could provide better context. The objective of the study should be mentioned in the abstract, shortly.

2. Conclusions and Implications: Emphasise the practical implications of the findings from the farmer’s point and their potential impact on sustainable agriculture. 

Suggested Revised Abstract:-

The study investigated the impact of varying doses of sulphur and vermicompost on the yield (grain and straw yield) and nutrient uptake (N, P, K and S) of Black gram var. IPU 11-2 at Banda, U.P. A Randomised Block Design (RBD) with three replications and eight treatments were used, comparing different treatments including RDF, and RDF with different levels of sulphur and vermicompost. The results indicated that the application of sulphur and vermicompost i.e., Treatment T8 (RDF+45 kg S (SSP)/ha+3 ton vermicompost/ha), significantly increased both grain (725.33 kg/ha) and straw yield (1673.67 kg/ha) compared to the control. Moreover, it also increased the nutrient content i.e., N- 3.96%, P- 0.96%, P- 0.96% and S- 0.94%. and total nutrient uptake (N- 28.72 kg/ha, P- 6.94 kg/ha, K- 6.96 kg/ha and S- 6.80 kg/ha) in the grain of black gram. These findings suggest that the integrated use of inorganic sulphur along with vermicompost enhances the productivity and nutritional quality of the black gram, offering a more sustainable agricultural practice. The study also provides practical insights for farmers in improving black gram productivity and contributes to the growing body of research on sustainable agriculture.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The clear presentation of the experimental design and methodology ensures that the study can be accurately replicated, which is a cornerstone of scientific validity. Moreover, the results are analysed carefully and discussed in relation to existing literature, providing a good clarification. The paper follows a clear and logical format typically used in scientific research papers, including:

1. Title: Clearly describes the study's focus.

2. Abstract: Summarises the study, its methods, and key findings.

3. Introduction: Provides background information, the significance of the study, and objectives.

4. Materials and Methods: Details the experimental design, treatments, and procedures.

5. Results and Discussion: Presents the data collected and interprets the findings, comparing them with previous research.

6. Tables: Organizes data in an accessible format.

7. Conclusion: Summarises the key findings and their implications.

8. References: Lists the sources cited in the paper.

This structure ensures the manuscript is easy to follow and covers all essential aspects of a scientific study. If any section lacks depth or clarity, it should be further elaborated, but the overall framework is appropriate. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More references should be added in the introduction section. Include more recent research from the last 5 years to ensure that the research trends in the field.
	

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


	The quality of the writing is average. For greater acceptance in scholarly communications, the quality of writing should be improved.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The scientific names, keywords should be done in italics (relevant keywords should be selected) and the headings in bold, uppercase format. Kg ha-1 should be replaced with kg/ha, Viz., i.e., and journal names should be done in italics.

Clarity: Simplify complex sentences, avoid using jargon to improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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