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	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 titled “Interaction Effect of Phosphorus, Zinc, and Rhizobium Inoculation on Growth Parameters of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) in Uttar Pradesh” presents valuable insights into the combined effects of essential nutrients and microbial inoculation on chickpea growth. Such studies are important for optimizing nutrient management strategies in legume cultivation, particularly in regions with nutrient-deficient soils. Although the approach is somewhat conventional, the work contributes to the understanding of integrated nutrient management and its role in sustainable agriculture. The study, therefore, holds practical relevance for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers working on crop productivity enhancement and soil fertility improvement.
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	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content
	

	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.


	Several errors have been observed in the abstract. The opening sentence is not relevant and should be removed. The abstract should be revised for clarity, conciseness, and grammatical accuracy to better highlight the key findings and significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the data are presented in a logical and statistically valid manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and relevant. However, the references mentioned in the introduction section are unnecessarily formatted in bold; they should be changed to normal text formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical and typographical errors. It is recommended that the authors thoroughly proofread
	

	Optional/General comments


	Number the sections in the Materials and Methods and Results and Discussion parts (e.g., 2, 2.1, 2.2, and 3, 3.1, 3.2, etc.) for better organization.

The Discussion section is completely missing and should be included to interpret the results in the context of existing literature.

The provided table is redundant, as the same data are already presented in graphical form; therefore, it may be removed to avoid repetition.
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