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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes, valuable information about the nano nitrogen fertilization in maize 
 
 
Need to be revised 
 
 
 
yes 
 
One year study, in the introduction Not given the findings of the previous studies conducted on 
maize crop related nano nitrogen fertilizer. Treatments not mentioned properly. Lacking 
agronomic practices like time of sowing, spacing, irrigation, date harvesting etc. Also give 
the procedure of observation recorded.Results not discussed in sequence. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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It’s good given latest references. There is need to improve the manuscript. It will be better 
publishing as short communication because one year study and one treatment gave the 
best results SO IT SHOULD PUBLISHED. 
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