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The information is valuable for proper nutrient management of the crop in the region mentioned 
in the article. However, few lines regarding the status of the major nutrients would have 
depicted a complete picture. 
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Is the title of the article suitable? 
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The Introduction part need to be made short and should avoid elaborate mentioning of the well 
established facts. The title cane be shortened too. 
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Correct, but may be improved. corrected 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
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