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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 study explores improving nutrient uptake in black gram with humic acid and brassinolide. Pulse crops are crucial for nutrition and soil health in India, and enhancing NPK uptake benefits farmers, especially in rainfed areas. The findings support eco-friendly growth regulators and provide insights for future crop management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Appropriate 

can be refined as “Effect of Brassinolide and Humic Acid on NPK Content and 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.


	The abstract is mostly clear and includes key findings. Also mention:

· Sample size/experimental layout (e.g., RBD with 7 treatments and 3 replications).

· A statement on the significance of findings relative to previous literature.

A shorter, abstract would also improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound and follows standard agronomic methods, with clear descriptions and logical results.

However:

- The Discussion has repetitive explanations.

- Claims like "humic acid is a good source of nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium" are imprecise; it enhances nutrient availability (Khaled & Fawy, 2011).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and mostly relevant. They include both classical sources (Jackson 1973, AOAC 1995) and recent literature. However, the following improvements are suggested:

Also Add:
· Verified recent studies on humic substances and brassinosteroids.

· Replace older or less rigorous references where more recent evidence exists.


	

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


	The English is understandable but requires moderate editing to correct grammar, reduce redundancy, and improve clarity (especially in Results & Discussion).
Examples:

· Replace long paragraphs with shorter, focused explanations.

· Improve sentence flow and remove repeated phrases like “These findings suggest…”.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Conclusion should summarise results more succinctly and avoid repeating full discussion details.

· Ensure the disclaimer and competing interest statements match journal requirements.
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