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PART1: ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomme
nt

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptand highlight thatpart
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedbackhere)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importanceof this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why doyou like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-
4sentencesmayberequired for thispart.

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights intothe impact
of various tillage practices and nutrient management strategies on the health ofmaize crops, assessed
through the Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI). Thestudy's
findingssuggestthatzerotillageandconventionaltillagewithchiselploughareparticularly effective in
promoting robust vegetative growth, as indicated by higher
NDVIvalues.Theresearchalsohighlightstheadaptabilityofdifferentnutrientmanagementpractices,showingt
hattheycansustainmaizegrowthundervaryingenvironmentalconditions.  Moreover, the  manuscript
emphasizes the negative correlation between NDVI andcertain weather parameters, offering a deeper
understanding of how environmental
factorsinfluencecrophealth.Theseinsightsarecrucialforoptimizingagriculturalpracticestoimprovecropyield
andsustainability,makingthisstudyavaluablecontributiontothefieldof

agronomy.
Isthe title ofthe articlesuitable? Acceptable
(If notplease suggestanalternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Acceptable

yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints

inthissection? Pleasewriteyour suggestionshere.

Are subsections and structure of the
manuscriptappropriate?

The manuscript is well-organized, with clear subsections for the introduction, methodology,results,
discussion, and conclusion. Each section logically flows into the next, providing
acohesivenarrativethatiseasytofollow. Thedetaileddescriptionoftreatments,experimental
site,anddatacollectionmethodsenhances themanuscript'stransparency andreproducibility.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientificcorrectness of this manuscript. Why do
you think thatthis manuscript is scientifically
robust and technicallysound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be requiredfor thispart.

Themanuscriptisscientificallyrobust andtechnically sound:

e The study apply a split-plot design, which is appropriate given the complexity of thetreatments
involving multiple tillage practices and nutrient management strategies. Thisdesignensuresthatthe
effectsof thesevariablesareaccurately capturedandanalysed.

e The use of NDVI as an indicator of crop health is well-established in agricultural
research.Thestudy'smethodology,includingthespecificuseofGreenSeekerforNDVImeasurements,isa
ppropriateandconsistentwithcurrentpracticesinprecisionagriculture.

e The manuscript mentions the use of Fischer’'s method for analysis of variance and theapplicationof
OPSTAT software for statistical analysis, which are both standard andreliable methods. The use of
critical difference for evaluating treatment differences furtherstrengthenstheanalysis.

e The inclusion of correlation studies between NDVI values and weather parameters
addsdepthtotheanalysis,allowingforabetterunderstandingoftheexternalfactorsinfluencing crophealth.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
havesuggestions of additional references,
please mentionthem inthereviewform.
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Minor REVISIONcomments

Is the language/English quality of the article YES
suitablefor scholarlycommunications?

Optional/Generalcomments In conclusion:
1. standardising:
[0 theuseof EnglishUSorUK
Referencestyletocomplywithjournalrequirement

.
[0 Proofread the manuscript carefully to correct any grammatical or typographicalerrors.
[0 Ensureconsistencyin theuse ofterminologythroughoutthemanuscript.

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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