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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 has good and practical application in agricultural sciences. it will help those dealing with
ornamental plants to plan a proper fertilization schedule in order to gain maximum profit. However few
corrections are needed in manuscript.

1. Most of lines/paragraphs in introduction part do not have sources / references mentioned. Also the 3
references given in introduction part are of same researchers.

2. In methodology kindly make it clear that how gap of 45 cm was kept between plants in polybag or
whether gap was kept between poly bags.

3. The author mentions leaching loss in poly bags? Kindly mention source of information.

4. No previous study substantiates the results “Number of leaves/plant’

5. Role of nitrogen is repeated between results.

6. Include CV within analysis.

7. The author nowhere mentions the application of micronutrients/ other fertilizers in methodology, however
writes” Although all fertilizers applied have role but macronutrient plays major role in growth and
development”. Needs clarification.

Minor REVISION comments

1. References given are old. New literature should be included.
2. Repetition of sentences should be avoided
3. References need a uniform formatting.

Optional/General comments

1. Tables can be merged to make it more sorted
2. Introduction can be written in better way
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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