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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.
	The manuscript in focus holds significant importance for the scientific community for several reasons. Firstly, it sheds light on the intricate processes of scientific publication and peer review, which are crucial for maintaining the standard of scientific communication. By evaluating and refining these processes, the manuscript contributes to understanding how scientific knowledge is assessed and disseminated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The suitability of the title of a scientific manuscript is crucial as it plays a significant role in attracting readers and enhancing the paper's discoverability and impact. A suitable title should be concise, precise, and reflect the broader conceptual issues of the study rather than overly specific details like organism names, which may limit its reach and citation potential.
	

	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) "A field study was undertaken to assess the impact of humic acid and brassinolide on black gram's growth, yield, and soil nutrient dyn.
2) The objective of the study was to evaluate the effects of applying humic acid and brassinolide to both soil and foliage on soil nutrient dynamics and crop performance.
3) The abstract should briefly state which treatment resulted in the highest yield and which treatment enhanced growth parameters such as plant height, branch numbers, and pod development. Without this information, the abstract seems incomplete.
4) Remove excessive details from the abstract by retaining essential concentration values, but avoid reiterating extensive treatment descriptions in the results section. Furthermore, sidestep elaborate explanations on microbial mechanisms to maintain conciseness.
5) Incorporating quantitative data, such as percentage increases in nitrogen or yield enhancements, can significantly enhance the scientific rigor of your abstract. Consider including one or two key numerical results to strengthen the abstract's impact.
6) Address minor grammar and formatting issues by ensuring correct word usage, such as changing
“aff prected” to “affected” and “three replication” to “three replications.” Additionally, maintain
consistent punctuation across treatment descriptions to enhance clarity and cohesion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The concepts you introduced are scientifically plausible, but the statements are too broad and lack detailed mechanistic explanation. They require evidence-based wording, and some claims should be
carefully phrased to prevent them from appearing overstated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are reasonably adequate, yet incorporating more recent and topic-specific studies would enhance the manuscript's scientific rigor.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript requires professional language editing prior to publication. This is a typical necessity, as approximately 60-70% of agricultural manuscripts are returned for language corrections during the
peer review process.
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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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