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	The study is focused in demonstrating the effect of combining nipping, and foliar nutrition in the form of NAA, and nano fertilizers for achieving better growth and yield parameters of the chickpea crop.
Efficacy of nano urea & nano DAP were tested on chick pea.

The difference between the traditional practice of nipping and modern practice of foliar nutrition with nano fertilizers, demonstrating a sustainable and resource-efficient approach in chickpea cultivation were evaluated.
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No formula for calculation of the data on physiological attributes has been represented.
Please calculate the ratio between grain yield vs. stover yield.

Please clarify why No. of branches plant-1 as well as Dry matter production were the highest on nipping at 45 DAT treatment in Table 1.
Please clarify why grain yield as well as stover yield were obtained the highest on nipping at 45 DAT treatment in Table 2.
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