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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

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

2. lIs thetitle 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. Arethe 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)

1. The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses a critical
issue in agriculture - optimizing nitrogen use in safflower cultivation. It provides
valuable insights into the impact of different nitrogen fertilization methods on
safflower growth and yield, which can have implications for sustainable farming
practices and environmental conservation.

2. The title of the article is suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the
manuscript. It clearly conveys the focus of the study, which is the effect of nitrogen
fertilization and foliar application of nano urea on safflower.

3. The abstract of the article is comprehensive. It provides a concise summary of the
research objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. It effectively
communicates the scope and significance of the study.

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The paper
follows a logical flow, starting with the introduction, followed by materials and
methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. Each section is well-defined and
contributes to the overall coherence of the manuscript.

5. The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the information
presented. The methodology is well-documented, and the results are consistent with
the research objectives. However, as with any scientific study, a peer review process
would further validate the scientific accuracy.

6. The references provided are relevant and offer a solid foundation for the research.
However, it's advisable to ensure that the most recent and up-to-date sources are
included to strengthen the paper's academic rigor. Additionally, if there are specific
areas where additional references could enhance the discussion or support certain
points, the authors may consider incorporating them for a more comprehensive
literature review.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly
communication. The manuscript is well-written with clear language and concise
explanations. It effectively conveys the research findings and concepts to the
intended audience, making it suitable for scholarly communication. However, as with
any document, a final proofreading pass to catch any minor grammatical or
typographical errors is advisable before publication.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript provides valuable insights into optimizing nitrogen use in safflower
cultivation, addressing both agricultural productivity and environmental concerns. It is well-
structured, with clear objectives, a comprehensive methodology, and meaningful results.
The discussion effectively interprets the findings, and the conclusion aligns with the
research objectives.

However, | recommend minor revisions to further enhance the paper:

1. Consider incorporating visual representations of data, such as charts or graphs, to make
the results more accessible and engaging for readers.
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2. Include specific recommendations or implications for safflower farmers and agricultural
practices based on the study's findings to enhance practical relevance.

3. Ensure that the references are the most recent and up-to-date to strengthen the paper's

academic rigor.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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