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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript is interesting, however, there are many points that must be clarified to make it replicable, including statistical 
procedures and analysis. The document is well written, but a revision is needed particularly in the materials and methods, 
results, and discussion part. 
 
Below, I include general comments that must be addressed. In addition, I have some questions that need to be solved and 
addressed to improve the quality of this work. 

 
General comments: 
 
The manuscript must include a good justification to study the Effect of Nitrogen and Sulfur on the Yield and Economy of Mustard 
[Brassica juncea (L.)], due to, no previous study is mentioned in that region. 
 
It is necessary to look for the most up-to-date references, no more than 10 years old, this applies to the entire document. 
 
The discussion would be greatly enriched if information from similar works were included. 

 
Missing references in the introduction and discussion section to improve and enrich the work. 

 
It remains to mention the dimensions of the experimental field, including the number of experimental units per treatment. 
 
The experimental design does not include a control treatment. 
 
It is necessary to specify all the instruments that were used to evaluate the established variables. 
 
The discussion of the results make no mention of the tables 
 
The conclusion must be clear and precise. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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