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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important aspect of sustainable nutrient management by evaluating the role of super nano urea integrated with sulphur in improving soil health and cowpea productivity. The study provides experimental evidence on enhancing nitrogen-use efficiency while reducing dependence on conventional fertilizers. The findings are particularly relevant for pulse-based cropping systems in nutrient-deficient Alfisols. Overall, the work contributes useful insights for researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers working on sustainable fertilizer management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is appropriate, concise, and clearly reflects the scope and objectives 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 comprehensive and well-structured. However, inclusion of brief information on experimental design and soil type would further improve clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, analytical procedures, and statistical analysis are appropriate and correctly applied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent. They adequately support the interpretation and discussion of the results.
	

	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 stylistic revisions are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and presents clear experimental evidence on the role of super nano urea and Sulphur in improving soil nitrogen availability, biological activity, and productivity of cowpea. The experimental design and statistical analysis are appropriate, and the conclusions are well supported by the results. Minor revisions are suggested to improve clarity, including better description of fertilizer sources, slight refinement of language, and clearer presentation of treatment details. Addressing these minor issues will further enhance the scientific quality and readability of the manuscript.
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