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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.


	The study deals with a highly relevant topic, focusing on nutrient management in Indian mustard under late-sown conditions. Mustard is a key oilseed crop in India, and optimizing nitrogen and sulphur use is crucial for improving productivity and profitability. The integration of agronomic, economic, and soil fertility parameters strengthens the manuscript’s value for both scientific research and practical farming applications. Findings will be useful for researchers, policymakers, and farmers, contributing to sustainable crop production and improved nutrient-use efficiency.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative but slightly long.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract presents objectives, methods, and results well, but can be made more concise.

2. Avoid using treatment codes (e.g., T8) in the abstract, as they make it overly technical.

3. Key findings from regression analysis (optimum nitrogen requirement) should be briefly included.

4. A broader implication statement should be added at the end to highlight the relevance for sustainable production.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Data analysis and interpretations are sound, with clear trends explained.

2. The conclusions are well supported by the results.

3. Minor issue: The introduction is somewhat repetitive (production statistics appear more than once) and could be streamlined.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The reference list is adequate, citing both classical and recent works (up to 2020).

2. To improve currency, add a few more recent references (2021–2024) on nitrogen and sulphur management in mustard or oilseed crops.
	

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


	1. Overall, the manuscript is written in clear and scholarly English.

2. Grammar and sentence construction are appropriate.

3. Some sections (particularly the introduction) could be made more concise to avoid redundancy.

4. With minor editing, the language is fully suitable for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Simplify and refine the abstract.

2. Reduce repetition in the introduction.

3. Add a few recent references (2021–2024).

4. Perform minor language editing for conciseness.
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