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	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.


	The manuscript addresses sulphur deficiency in Rajasthan's semi-arid regions, which negatively affects chickpea production. It examines two application methods—basal and foliar—and suggests an effective dosage of 40 kg per hectare for basal application and a 0.2% foliar spray. These findings aim to boost chickpea yields and quality, supporting agricultural sustainability and food security in the area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the treatments, crop and the parameters measured.
	

	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 goal, methodology, findings, and conclusion are all succinctly covered in the abstract. The main title is "Effects of Different Sulphur Levels...", but the abstract refers to a study titled "Response of Chickpea..." The authors should make sure that this is consistent with the main title. The study was only conducted for one year (2019–20), which is implied but could be explicitly stated as a limitation in the full text discussion. The abstract accurately highlights the important findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of analytical techniques, statistical analysis, and experimental design (Split Plot Design), the manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. However, Table 2 contains a particular error: Although the columns and data are for the uptake of nitrogen (N) and sulfur (S), the table heading states "Effect of sulphur levels and application methods on nutrient (N & P) uptake..." For phosphorus (P) uptake, no information is available. The table heading needs to be changed by the authors to read "[N & S) uptake." Furthermore, the study only includes data from one season (Rabi 2019–20); although the statistical analysis is valid for that season, it would strengthen the conclusions to note that the results are unique to that year's environmental conditions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include a mix of classical literature and recent citations (up to 2023). They appropriately support the methodology and discussion.
	

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


	Though some minor grammatical editing is needed to improve flow and professionalism, the English quality is generally appropriate for scholarly communications.

 Mistakes like, 

· In the abstract, "The experiment were laid out up as" should be "The experiment was laid out as".

· In Keywords, "silphur" should be corrected to "sulphur"


	

	Optional/General comments


	The data has been presented effectively by the authors. Before publication, the Table 2 header about Phosphorus vs. Sulfur must be corrected. The information provided provides strong support for the conclusion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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