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Review Form 1.7

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. The manuscript holds significant importance to the scientific community as it addresses the
impact of nano urea on the growth of summer rice, a highly valued economic crop. The
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? article underlines some recent scientific findings that may be beneficial to the agricultural
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) community.
2. Thetitle of the article is suitable for the content of the manuscript.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? 3. The abstract contains a comprehensive summary of the findings in this manuscript.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) However, the manuscript can be improved if the experimental groups details were written in
a more concise manner.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 4. The subsection and the structure of the manuscript perfectly conveys the author’s findings
and is appropriate for scientific publishing.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 5. The manuscript contains enough data and information to back up its claims, thereby
proving its scientific accuracy and reliability.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 6. The manuscript contains a wide range of references dating back to 1947 and are as recent
as 2023, enough to cover commonly known information and recent advancements.
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of However, the article contains a lack of citation and clarification in the second and third
additional references, please mention in the review form. paragraph of the manuscript introduction. Additional references are needed to provide a

stronger claim to the statements mentioned.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments) - Some abbreviations require additional clarifications in the manuscript, such as RDN and
DAT.

- Inthe introduction, mentioning the protein and fat content of rice, should define fresh weight
or dry weight.

- Leaf area index was written incorrectly and was written as “Larea index” instead.

Minor REVISION comments The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.

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

Optional/General comments Impressive work on the amazing manuscript and scientific results. The investigation on nano urea
was very interesting and unique, as the combination of the nanotechnology and agricultural field
has not been widely explored yet. The article covers very important mechanism of nano urea, and |
would love to see a more in-depth explanation on those topics. Overall, the manuscript featured
comprehensive experimental design and discussion, leading to a very impressive conclusion!

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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