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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? In general, the work is original and would have an important effect on the region's rice and
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) corn production.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) They should remove the word sustainable, because adding chemical fertilizers food
production is not sustainable
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Yes, they should only include the main conclusion of the work
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes, although they should abound in the soil collection technique, if they were tripled or
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of mixed samples
additional references, please mention in the review form.
Yes, but they need to check the format, include & or and in the end of multiple references
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide cited

additional suggestions/comments)
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly No, they must submit it to an English review service
communications?
Optional/General comments The results should be presented as bar graphs including the results of the ANOVASs, not only in

tables.
The conclusion is extremely brief, and does not reflect the potential of the results obtained.
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