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	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.


	The study provides valuable information on optimizing sulphur nutrition and application methods for improving productivity, nutrient uptake, and quality of chickpea under irrigated conditions. The findings are relevant for nutrient management strategies in pulse crops and can support sustainable soil fertility management in semi-arid regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and adequately reflects the objectives, variables, and experimental conditions of the study. No major modification is required
	

	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-structured. However, inclusion of key quantitative results and a brief concluding statement highlighting practical implications would further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate experimental design, methodology, and interpretation of results. The conclusions are logically derived from the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and sufficient for the study. Inclusion of a few more recent references (last 3–5 years) on sulphur management in pulses would enhance the literature support.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication and the manuscript is generally clear. Minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are suggested to improve readability.
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	The manuscript is well-organized and addresses an important agronomic issue. With minor revisions, it has good potential for publication.
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