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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 presents a valuable contribution to the field of agricultural nanotechnology. By investigating the impact of nano-DAP on groundnut growth and yield, the study offers insights into a promising approach for enhancing crop productivity. The detailed methodology and clear presentation of results make it a valuable resource for researchers and practitioners alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The original title, while accurate, lacks a certain level of impact. The suggested title, "Optimizing Nano-DAP Application for Enhanced Groundnut Productivity," is more engaging and highlights the practical implications of the research. It emphasizes the goal of optimizing nano-DAP application to achieve maximum benefits in terms of 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 effectively addresses the key components of a strong scientific paper. It clearly states the problem of low groundnut yield and proposes nano-fertilizers as a potential solution. The research objective is well-defined, and the methodology is outlined. The abstract also highlights the significant findings and the potential implications for future research. However, it would benefit from a more explicit mention of the statistical tests used to analyze the data, as this would further strengthen the credibility of the results.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The manuscript adheres to the standard IMRAD format, which is a widely accepted structure for scientific research papers. The current division of subsections within the Methods section is appropriate, but further subdivision into "Experimental Site," "Treatments," "Data Collection," and "Statistical Analysis" could enhance clarity and organization. Similarly, the Results and Discussion sections could benefit from a more granular breakdown, especially if the research involves numerous parameters and complex findings. By tailoring the structure to the specific requirements of the target journal and the complexity of the research, the manuscript can achieve optimal readability and understanding.
	

	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 presents a scientifically rigorous study, employing a well-designed field experiment, robust data analysis, and a clear interpretation of results, making it impactful for both scientific and practical applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the provided references are relevant, it's important to ensure that the reference list is comprehensive and includes the most recent research in the field. Consider adding more recent studies, especially those that directly support the findings of the current research or offer alternative perspectives.

A thorough literature review strengthens the credibility of the research and provides a strong foundation for the discussion.
( Add Recent References in IEEE format)
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Several grammatical errors have been identified proofreading is needed 
	

	Optional/General comments


	NIL
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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