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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important agronomic issue by evaluating the combined effects of nitrogen and zinc on growth, yield, and oil content of mustard under the Central Plain Zone of Uttar Pradesh. The findings provide practical fertilizer recommendations (120 kg N ha⁻¹ + 6 kg Zn ha⁻¹) that can help improve mustard productivity in zinc-deficient soils. The study contributes region-specific data that is useful for researchers, extension workers, and farmers aiming to enhance oilseed production. Overall, the work adds value to nutrient management strategies for sustainable mustard cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable.

Optional improved title (more scientific and precise):
“Interactive Effects of Nitrogen and Zinc Levels on Growth, Yield and Oil Content of Mustard (Brassica juncea L.) under Central Plain Zone Conditions.”

	

	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 largely comprehensive, but improvements are suggested:

· Add brief objectives at the beginning.

· Mention major numerical results (e.g., highest seed yield at 120 kg N and 6 kg Zn).

· Clearly state experimental design (FRBD).

· Add a concluding recommendation sentence.

Also, correct minor grammatical issues (e.g., “crop receive” → “crop receiving”) and replace “6 kg nitrogen per hectare” with “6 kg Zn ha⁻¹.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Experimental design, treatment structure, observations, and statistical analysis are appropriate. Results are logical and supported by previous literature. However:

· Some tables contain formatting errors (e.g., C.D. value written as “2518”).

· Units and symbols should be standardized (kg ha⁻¹, q ha⁻¹).

· Minor inconsistencies in zinc vs nitrogen wording need correction.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, but several are old (2000–2007). It is recommended to add 2–3 recent studies (2023–2025) on nitrogen–zinc interaction in mustard or oilseeds to strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	he English is understandable but needs moderate editing. There are frequent grammatical errors, repetition, and sentence-structure issues. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	no
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
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