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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the role of phosphorus and zinc in enhancing wheat yield, quality, and nutrient dynamics. Understanding the optimal levels of these nutrients can help improve fertilizer management strategies, ensuring better crop productivity while maintaining soil fertility. Additionally, the study offers practical recommendations for farmers to optimize nutrient application, leading to improved resource use efficiency and environmental sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved as “Effect of Phosphorus and Zinc on Wheat Yield, Nutrient Uptake, Quality, and Post-Harvest Soil Fertility Status” 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	· No need to give data related to initial soil fertility status
· Results related to wheat yield should be written
· Write the results of two factors separately i.e. 1. Effect of phosphorus, 2. Effect of zinc (because interaction of all treatment combination are not given in tables)

· Do not start a sentence with “significantly” 
· Results related to wheat quality should be included (weather significant or not)

· Overall conclusion/ final recommendation should be written in last line of the abstract

· Minor corrections and suggestions in abstract part are given in track change mode within the manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The subsections and overall structure of the manuscript are appropriate and well-organized. However, conclusion section should be included within the manuscript. Each section flows logically, starting with a detailed introduction that sets the context, followed by a clear methodology section. The results are presented in a concise manner, supported by relevant data. Additionally, some mandatory corrections and suggestions are given in track change mode within the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient within the manuscript. However, some recent references should be included as per the suggestions given in track change mode within the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the article should be improved to meet the standards. Mandatory corrections are necessary as per the suggestions are given in track change mode within the manuscript. Implementing the suggested revisions will improve the overall quality and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following information should be included within the manuscript:

1. Procedure for data record i.e. grain yield, straw yield

2. Procedure for N, P,K content

3. Procedure and formula  for N, P,K uptake

4. Procedure for estimation of quality parameters 

5. Procedure for estimation of post- harvest soil physic-chemical parameters

6. Procedure for statistical analysis
7. Major meteorological data throughout the crop growing period

8. Individual plot size and crop management practices should be written properly

9. Conclusions

10. Recommendations

11. Disclaimer (artificial intelligence)

12. Competing interests
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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