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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 highlights the importance of phosphorus and zinc in enhancing wheat growth, yield attributes and yield under loamy sand conditions. The findings support sustainable nutrient management, optimizing fertilizer use for better productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript does not include the quality parameters so only this title is suitable for this paper Effect of Phosphorus and Zinc on growth and Yield of Wheat in Loamy Sand Soils.
	

	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.


	Suggested Additions: - Briefly mention the importance of phosphorus and zinc in wheat.
Mention Nutrient Uptake – Since phosphorus and zinc availability affect uptake, a brief note on nutrient uptake improvements would add value.

Highlight Practical Implications – A short statement on how the findings can guide the farmers for fertilizer recommendations would enhance real-world applicability.

Suggested Deletions:

The abstract currently repeats findings (e.g., P₂O₅ at 90 kg/ha and Zn at 7.5 kg/ha improving growth and yield). Streamlining these results would improve readability.

The conclusion could be more concise, focusing only on key findings without excessive detail on individual treatments.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Following a methodical study strategy and including a well-defined target, suitable experimental design (randomised block design with factorial concept), relevant treatments, and correct statistical analysis (ANOVA), the paper seems to be scientifically sound.
Areas for Improvement:

Lack of Quality Parameters: Although the title notes "quality," the article does not seem to evaluate grain quality—that is, protein content, nutrient content and uptake.

Increased the emphasis on practical application: The conclusion should better describe how these findings might be implemented in wheat growing operations.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but some are outdated (many before 2010).

Adding recent studies (2020 onward) would improve the manuscript’s scientific impact.
	

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


	Though there are certain places where grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone might be enhanced for greater readability and scholarly communication, the language used in the paper is usually clear and comprehensible.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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