Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_150819

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effects of Different Sulphur Levels and Application Methods on Productivity, Nutrient Content, Nutrient Uptake and Quality of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) under Irrigated Conditions of Rajasthan

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 the critical issue of sulphur deficiency in pulse-based cropping systems, particularly under irrigated conditions of arid and semi-arid regions like Rajasthan. Chickpea being a major pulse crop, optimizing sulphur nutrition through basal and foliar application has significant implications for improving productivity, nutrient uptake, and seed quality. The findings provide scientifically validated, location-specific nutrient management recommendations that can support sustainable pulse production and efficient fertilizer use. Hence, the study is relevant to agronomists, soil scientists, extension personnel, and policy planners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the objectives, treatments, and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the crop, nutrient, application methods, and agro-climatic condition. No alternative title is suggested, as the current title is scientifically appropriate and informative.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, experimental design, major findings, and conclusions of the study. However, minor improvements can be made by reducing repetitive statements and including key quantitative results (percentage increase in yield or uptake) to enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, treatment structure, analytical methods, and statistical analysis are appropriate and follow standard agronomic research protocols. The results are logically interpreted and well supported by relevant literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and relevant, including both classical and recent studies related to sulphur nutrition, pulse crops, and nutrient uptake. A few formatting inconsistencies were noted, which can be corrected during revision, but no additional references are mandatory.
	

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


	The manuscript conveys scientific information clearly; however, minor grammatical and stylistic refinements are required to improve readability and meet journal language standards. These can be addressed through careful proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript contributes valuable, region-specific information on sulphur management in chickpea. With minor revisions related to language polishing, formatting, and conciseness, it will be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are involved in this manuscript. The study is based on a field experiment and does not involve human or animal subjects.
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