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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is likely of interest to the scientific community working on improving groundnut yield using nanotechnology. Here's why:

· Investigates the effect of nano DAP on groundnut growth and yield: The research explores a relatively new approach (nano DAP application) for enhancing groundnut production.

· Detailed methodology: The manuscript provides a clear description of the experimental design, treatments, and data collection methods. This allows for replication and comparison with future studies.

· Positive results: The findings suggest that applying nano DAP through seed treatment and foliar spray can significantly improve plant growth parameters, yield attributes, and economic returns compared to the recommended fertilizer dose.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Response of groundnut (Arachis hypogaea L.) to various levels and methods of nano DAP application on growth and yield" is clear and concise, accurately reflecting the content of the manuscript. However, it could be made more engaging and informative by emphasizing the key findings of the research.
“Optimizing Nano-DAP Application for Enhanced Groundnut Productivity”
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the research. However, it could be improved by adding a few more details: ( and also find the attachment)
Consider adding:

1. Specifics about the nano-DAP: Briefly mention the composition or key properties of the nano-DAP used in the study.

2. Statistical significance: Indicate if the observed differences in growth, yield, and economic parameters were statistically significant.

3. Implications: Briefly highlight the broader implications of the findings, such as the potential for sustainable agriculture or improved food security.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The overall structure of the manuscript, following the IMRAD format (Introduction, Methods, Results, and Discussion), is appropriate. This is a widely recognized and effective structure for scientific research papers.   

Regarding subsections, the current structure seems reasonable. However, the specific division of subsections can vary depending on the complexity of the research and the journal's guidelines.

Here are some suggestions for further consideration:

Methods Section:

· Experimental Design: Consider breaking this down into sub-sections like "Experimental Site," "Treatments," and "Experimental Design."

· Data Collection: This could be a separate subsection, especially if there are multiple data collection methods.

· Statistical Analysis: This could be a separate subsection, outlining the statistical tests used and the significance level.

Results and Discussion:

· Consider combining sections: Depending on the complexity of the results, you might combine the "Results" and "Discussion" sections into a single section for a more concise presentation.

· Subsections: You could divide the "Results" section into subsections based on the different growth parameters or yield attributes. Similarly, the "Discussion" section could be divided into subsections to address each key finding.

Remember to tailor the structure to the specific requirements of the target journal and the complexity of your research.

By following a clear and logical structure, you can enhance the readability and understanding of your manuscript.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript demonstrates a strong foundation in scientific methodology and data analysis. The authors have conducted a well-designed field experiment, collected relevant data, and employed appropriate statistical analysis to draw meaningful conclusions. The clear and concise presentation of results, coupled with a thorough discussion of the findings, further enhances the scientific rigor of the work. The inclusion of economic analysis adds practical relevance to the study, making it more impactful for farmers and policymakers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	NO
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Several grammatical error found 

	

	Optional/General comments


	Improvements in Abstract:
· Explicit Problem Statement: Clearly states the challenge of improving groundnut yield.

· Stronger Motivation: Highlights the potential of nano-fertilizers as a solution.

· Clear Research Objective: Directly states the goal of the study.

· Statistical Test: While not explicitly mentioned, consider adding a brief note about the statistical tests used to analyze the data.

· Enhanced Discussion: Provides a more detailed discussion of the results, explaining the reasons for the observed effects of nano DAP.

· Future Scope: Suggests potential avenues for future research.

By incorporating these improvements, the revised abstract provides a more comprehensive and informative overview of the research.


"Please ensure that all recent references listed in your research article are properly cited within the text. To maintain consistency and adhere to academic standards, please follow the IEEE citation format for all references. This will enhance the credibility and clarity of your work."

A few minor suggestions for improvement in Introduction:
· Consider adding a brief sentence in the first paragraph about the limitations of traditional fertilizers in addressing phosphorus deficiency.

· In the third paragraph, you could provide more specific examples of studies that have demonstrated the positive effects of nano-fertilizers on crop growth and yield.

· In the fourth paragraph, you could elaborate on the specific mechanisms by which nano DAP enhances plant growth and yield.

By incorporating these suggestions, you can further strengthen the introduction and make it even more compelling.

Please discuss the findings in Table 5 in  the Results section

Kindly maintain a uniform font style and size in the entire document.

"Please ensure that the document is free of grammatical errors."
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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