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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Yes: A field experiment was conducted during seasons of 2021 and 2022 to evaluate the possibility
of using Azolla as a partial substitute for synthetic nitrogen fertilizers in addition to evaluating the
vital role of both Zn and Cu in wheat plants simultaneously. The experiment comprised of 15
treatments with three replications. Results revealed that Azolla could be used as a partial substitute
for synthetic nitrogen fertilizers. Also, the obtained results confirm the vital role of both Zn and Cu in
wheat plants However, the article has some shortfalls with the language that needs to be attended
to by thoroughly editing the manuscript's language. Please make sure that the manuscript is
thoroughly reviewed. Numerous typos and syntax issues are still present.
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
3. Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
4. Yes
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form. 5. Yes
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 6. Yes
additional suggestions/comments)
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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