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	Author’s Feedback (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 illustrates the promise of Nano NPK as a highly effective foliar fertilizer for tea in terms of increasing yields, quality, and profits. It presents no health concerns for the plant or the quality of tea produced, unlike traditional fertilizers, making it a sustainable option. These findings help expand the scope of research in nanotechnology applied to nutrition in plantation crops such as tea.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. Alternative title is,
Effect of foliar-applied nano NPK on growth, quality, and yield of Tea (Camellia sinensis (L.) O. Kuntze) under Assam conditions
	

	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.


	No. it should be added some background information at the beginning and the conclusion at the end.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript from a scientific point of view is correct. The design of the experiment, the way the data was analyzed, and how the findings were interpreted is within the boundaries of standard practices in agronomical research. However, the objectives of the study should be tally with the title.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Sufficient and recent.  However, all the references should be written according to the author guideline of the journal.
	

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


	Yes. It is clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is relevant and scientifically sound but requires minor revisions. The abstract needs clarity with the inclusion of the background information and the conclusion, objectives should be clearly stated in the introduction, and full discussions must be added under each result. All the corrections are highlighted in yellow and red in the text of the manuscript.
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