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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Legumes are a vital source of plant protein for humanity, particularly in India. Sulfur compounds play a key role in the growth and development of leguminous crops, which largely determines their yield, food, and feed value. This review article summarizes knowledge about various aspects of sulfur uptake and metabolism in plants. It is important and valuable because it provides agronomists and researchers with the key to understanding and managing the use of sulfur and its compounds to increase the yield and quality of this important group of crops.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fully corresponds to the content and focus of the article.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and covers the main points of the article. 
At the same time,  it would be worth explaining in more detail in the sentence «It is in the forms of sulphate (SO₄²⁻) and sulphate or SO₄²⁻».  In particular, how do they differ (SO₄²⁻) from SO₄²⁻?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. All data are presented correctly from the point of view of biochemistry, physiology, and agronomy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are plenty of references, and they are sufficiently modern and relevant. We could suggest additional references, but we do not consider this necessary:
Kolbe, H. (2024). Meta-Study on Sulphur Supply of Various Crop Species in Organic Farming Between 1998 and 2023 in European Countries—Part 1: Effects of Sulphur Supply on Plant Dry Biomass, Nitrogen Uptake, Legume N2 Fixation and Sulphur Fertiliser Requirement Determinations. Agronomy,  (12), 2975. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy14122975
Dhani Reddy Suma Sree. Role of sulphur in pulse crops: A review. Int J Chem Stud 2020;8(6):2302-2307. DOI: 10.22271/chemi.2020.v8.i6ag.11119
	

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


	The quality of English in the article fully meets the requirements of scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is relevant, interesting, and practically significant. In terms of its subject matter and structure. It meets the requirements of the Asian Research Journal of Agriculture and can be published in this scientific journal.
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No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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