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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important aspect of nutrient management in cowpea by evaluating the integrated use of super nano urea and sulphur under Alfisol conditions. The study provides valuable experimental evidence on soil nutrient dynamics, enzymatic activity and yield response under reduced basal nitrogen application. The findings contribute to ongoing efforts to improve nitrogen management efficiency in pulse crops. The work is relevant to researchers and practitioners working on sustainable fertilizer strategies in nutrient-deficient soils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology and key findings. Minor moderation of statements related to fertilizer substitution and nitrogen-use efficiency is suggested to strictly align with measured parameters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, statistical analysis and interpretation of results are appropriate. Some interpretative statements may be slightly moderated to avoid overgeneralization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, sufficient and include recent literature. No additional references are essential at this stage.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and phrasing refinements may further improve clarity.
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