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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 article is based on one-season field experiment. 
Title and abstract are appropriate to the study. 
Sufficient background information and justification were provided in the introduction 
section with defined objective. 
Results are nicely presented and interpreted; however main effects of N and P are 
not given. 
Discussion is scientific with supporting references, some irrelevant references 
should be replaced. 
Conclusion is sound and informative, however dose of 120 kg N ha-1 needs to be 
checked. 
References need revision according to the guidelines. 
Parameters like economics, N and P content and uptake by the crop and post-
harvest status of N and P in soil should be added. 

Corrected as per comments. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Language needs to be improved. 
Some sentences should be rephrased. 
Some fashion words should be deleted/replaced. 
Indicated in the manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Punctuations need to be attended. 
 

Thank you for your review and comments 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


