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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

The manuscript entitled "Balanced nutrition for hybrid cotton with Liquid Fertilizer", presents interesting
results for the area, the data are ok, the statistics meet the parameters, so the theoretical foundation leaves
something to be desired in the sense of scientific writing. Note that:

1.In the title: provides an idea of what the manuscript is about.

2. The objective deals with the parameters: growth, productivity and quality of hybrid cotton. Here it is noted that it
is not aligned with the title. It should reinforce the title, with other words.

3. Still in summary: the results: Fertigation and foliar LMN nutrition alleviated Mg deficiency by 52%. This was
never mentioned. Why is the focus on Mg deficiency? if the title of the study is on fertilizer nutrition that was not
mentioned in the objectives.

In Keywords: Fertigation, foliar nutrition, Liquid Multinutrient, Hybrid Cotton, Magnesium Deficiency. for as many
words as possible to search about this work.

In the introduction: what should the art of your work in literature show, starts with cotton, so far ok, and in the next
paragraph focuses on water management? Because? the focus of the work is not nutrition? read the keywords of
your study, so you don't lose the focus of the discussion in the introduction.

So, as for the data, okay, but the presentation and reasoning of these data when presented to the scientific
communities, must be reviewed, in the sense of the writing, because the journal excels.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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