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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 a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The main contribution of this manuscript is the exploration of alternative fertilization sources that are
more efficient and less harmful to the environment. However, there are a few areas that could benefit
from further detail. Firstly, while the authors mention the benefits of these fertilizers, it would be helpful
to know if the results are indeed promising. Additionally, it would be beneficial to understand the
rationale behind the selection of treatments and the reason for not comparing them with traditional
fertilization methods. Lastly, a more detailed description of the statistical methods used to compare the
treatments would help ensure the conclusions are accurate.

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

Yes.

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

The summary needs to improve the description of the experimental conditions and more clearly
describe the treatments.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes.

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

In the introduction section, the authors should emphasize, through a review of the literature, the
effectiveness of these fertilizers for both plant growth and environmental sustainability.
Additionally, they should compare the use of NCU (Nitrogen-Coated Urea) and BCU (Bio-Coated
Urea), identify the most commonly used nitrogen sources in India, and outline the hypotheses
of their study. In the methods section, it is essential to detail all experimental conditions, with a
particular focus on the chemical properties of the soil and the application of treatments.
Furthermore, the statistical methods used to compare treatments should be clearly described.
In the results section, the authors should present the chemical analysis results of nitrogen in
the plants to support the discussion and minimize speculation.

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

Many sentences in the introductory section are without citation, and in the methods section as
well.

Minc;r REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article Yes.
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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