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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides useful experimental evidence on improving crop productivity under arid conditions, which is important for sustainable dryland agriculture. Its findings contribute to optimizing agronomic practices and enhancing resource use efficiency in pulse-based systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the study objectives, but it could be made more concise and specific. A shorter, more focused title would improve clarity.
	

	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 covers the major findings but needs clearer presentation of treatments, key statistical outcomes, and practical implications. Minor editing for brevity and precision is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and interpretation. However, minor inconsistencies and clarity issues should be corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant but somewhat limited; inclusion of more recent studies (last 5–8 years) would strengthen the scientific context.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires grammatical correction and refinement for academic clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has practical relevance but would benefit from careful proofreading, improved data presentation, and a more detailed discussion supported by recent literature.
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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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