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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

Researcher need to clarify research design from abstract

It is not clear what was involved in control, is this existing farmer practice or no
fertilizer application.

Method of analysis for comparison of alternative technologies against existing
practices is partial budgeting not gross margins.

Research design is clarified from abstract as highlighted with yellow
Control in this study has been clarified as farmers do not apply fertilizer

Both gross margin and partial budgeting are used in profitability analysis.
However, gross margin helps to decide whether a potential improvement is
worth implementing, or whether one option is better than another option
(https://www.agric.wa.gov.au/improvement-tools-gross-margin-analysis). It
was chosen from this study because of different types of fertilizers and
different rates (micro-doses) that are compared to find the best option.

Minor REVISION comments

Editorial issues highlighted in the text

Optional/General comments
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