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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 
 

 
 
This manuscript can be accepted and published after minor revision. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Introduction was written well however authors should mention the effect of high levels of 
nitrogen because nitrate accumulation is an important problem for leafy vegetables.  
 
The source of nitrogen should be written clearly in material and method. Ammonium nitrate, 
ammonium sulphate or urea, which one was used in this work. In material and method, 
NPK (15:15:15) fertilizer was used but the source of plant nutrients were not given clearly. 
The most important part of this work is nitrogen sources; the second important part of this 
work is nitrogen rates. Because nitrogen level increased plant biomass increase, this is a 
general literature knowledge.  
 
Results and discussion was written very well.  
Conclusion was also written well and clearly but in last sentence of this manuscript “This 
work gives support that high nitrogen fertilization to I. aquatica can reduces the 
production of secondary metabolites although the growth parameters was enhanced 
with high nitrogen fertilization” the nitrogen rate is ok both secondary metabolites and 
growth parameters but the authors have to answer this question “Which nitrogen source 
we recommend to the I. aquatic producers.  
 
 

 
The information have been added in the introduction 
 
 
We use only urea (single fertilizer) as the source of Nitrogen in the present 
study not NPK fertilizer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
We only use Urea as the source of fertilizer during the study, so we cant 
recommend the best source of nitrogen for I. aquatica  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 


