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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides experimental evidence on the combined role of micronutrient (zinc) nutrition and growth regulator (thiourea) application in improving growth, yield, and economic returns of mungbean under semi-arid Kharif conditions. The study contributes to a better understanding of how zinc fertilization and thiourea foliar sprays influence key physiological processes such as nodulation, biomass accumulation, and yield formation in legumes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is scientifically appropriate and relevant, as it clearly reflects the main variables (zinc and thiourea), the response parameters (growth, yield, and quality), and the crop studied (mungbean). However, it can be slightly improved for clarity, consistency, and journal style.
	

	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 well organized, as it clearly states the objective, experimental setting, key findings, and conclusion. It is suitable for scholarly communication; however, minor additions and refinements would improve clarity, completeness, and scientific rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The study follows accepted agronomic research principles, including a field-based experiment conducted under relevant agro-climatic conditions, appropriate treatment structure for zinc and thiourea application, and the use of standard growth, yield, and economic parameters for mungbean evaluation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In a fast-moving agronomic field, it is beneficial to cite studies from the last 5–10 years (and as recent as 2024–2025) to show that your work builds on current findings and is relevant to contemporary agricultural contexts
	

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


	The overall English and language quality of the manuscript is understandable, but it is not yet fully suitable for high-quality scholarly communication in its present form. The manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing before publication.
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