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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This work provides a discussion of nutrient management in mungbean, which is one of the significant food security and soil-fertile pulse crops. The joint analysis of foliar application and variety of urea and boron will give viable agronomic information. The results can be applied in enhancing production when subjected to the same agro-ecological conditions. The labor supplies applied significance in pulse production studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly appropriate and shows the variables under investigation. Nevertheless, it might be narrower by referring to growth and yield performance.

Proposed title: "Growth and yield performance of mungbean varieties under the influence of foliar application of urea and Boron.
	

	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.


	Objectives, treatments and important findings related to the study have been concisely addressed in the abstract. Nonetheless, the experimental year contains a slight inconsistency which needs to be fixed. Statistical significance can be mentioned in brief. On the whole, it is informative but requires minor improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The statistical analysis (Split-plot with replications) and experimental design (Split-plot with replications) are suitable. Findings are well displayed in a logical way with references. Certain discrepancies in data reporting and subtle methodological explanations are required. Scientifically, the research can be acceptable with modifications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations are appropriate and encompass both the old and new ones. Backing up could however be enhanced by including some of the latest (within 3-5 years) international papers. The consistency of formatting needs to be elevated.
	

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


	The paper needs mid level editing in English. It has grammatical mistakes, repetition and inconsistency in formatting. It is suggested to polish the language professionally and then publish it.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The experimental year (2017 vs 2018) lacks consistency, and it needs to be explained. Certain formatting of units and some few typographical mistakes should be corrected. It is possible to make discussion more analytical than descriptive. General framework is satisfactory.
It can be fit to be published with the help of language corrections and some clarifications.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no ethical problem that is apparent. The research implies normal field work on crops.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None of the conflicting interests is mentioned. A formal declaration regarding conflict of interest should be presented by authors.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Reviewing of the content does not reveal any clear plagiarism. Journal software should be used to check similarity.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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