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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.


	The general topic is appropriate

The topic is not addressed properly.

The author's goal is not clearly stated. Is it to improve growth? Is it to reduce environmental pollution? Is it to improve performance? ...
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is appropriate, but the text and measured attributes do not match the title. It is better for the author to revise the title based on the attributes.
	

	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.
	Comments are included in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Needs major revision There are many ambiguities, including the following

Basic randomized complete block design?

Was the fertilizer application based on soil test? Soil test results?

Design dimensions? Row length? Row spacing?

It is not scientifically organized. It is more like a work report. It is better to rewrite it carefully.

Data collection method?

How to analyze the data?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The material used is provided without mentioning the source. The source is very weak.
	

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


	70%


	

	Optional/General comments


	In terms of content, it does not have a strong scientific structure and is not properly organized.
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