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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the challenge of low fertility in
Inceptisols soils by evaluating the effects of liquid compound NPK and single fertilizers on sweet corn
yields. It provides valuable insights into optimizing soil fertility and crop yield through specific fertilizer
combinations. | appreciate the thorough experimental design and clear presentation of results.
However, a more detailed discussion on the environmental impacts of these fertilization practices
would enhance the study.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

When | pronounce the manuscript title, is not a fluent manner. Please do some maodifications in title
without changing the meaning of the manuscript. If done the changes in this manuscript means, it will
be easily understood to the readers.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points
in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

I mentioned my suggestion and deletion in abstract provided as a track comment. Kindly check the
manuscript.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its well-defined research objectives
and systematic experimental design. The use of a Completely Randomized Block Design (CRBD) with
multiple treatments and replications ensures reliable and reproducible results. Additionally, the
thorough data collection and analysis using variance analysis and DMRT test at a 5% significance
level, along with the use of SPSS software, demonstrate a high level of scientific rigor. The findings are
clearly supported by the data, validating the effectiveness of the NPK fertilizer combinations on
Inceptisols soil.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.

References are incomplete. Please add some recent references & add doi for all the references.

Minor REVISION comments

Is language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?

Yes

Optional/General comments

Other Comments mentioned in the manuscript (review comment track mode).
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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