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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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is possible to change the title to “The influence of Brassinolide and Humic Acid applications in both soil and foliar on Protein Composition and NPK Nutrient Uptake in Black Gram (Vigna mungo 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.
	For reproducibility, it is important to include important details such as plot size, environmental conditions, soil characteristics, and management practices. In order to comply with scientific publishing standards, it is necessary to correct certain units, labels, and formatting inconsistencies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- No baseline soil properties (texture, organic C, initial NPK, pH, EC) reported. These strongly affect NPK
dynamics and humic acid effects.
- Manuscript states use of ANOVA and DMRT but does not provide F-values, exact p-values, degrees of freedom, or test assumptions (normality/homoscedasticity).
- Some table entries and units are inconsistent (e.g., percent vs kg·ha⁻¹, stray characters/backticks).
- Figures referenced (Fig.1–8) lack axis labels/units in the text preview and may be insufficiently described.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	- The references are not fully sufficient and not adequately recent.
Most citations range from the 1970s–2018, with only a few from 2023–2025.
- Key recent developments in: humic acid effects on nutrient uptake, humic substances as biostimulants, brassinosteroid molecular pathways
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language quality is not yet appropriate for scholarly publications. Even though the manuscript is comprehensible, it still has numerous issues such as grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, awkward phrasing, redundant statements, and non-academic wording.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Should be revised the manuscript.
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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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