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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 explores a highly relevant and timely topic in sustainable agriculture — improving nutrient use efficiency through nanotechnology. With rising concerns over soil health degradation and low fertilizer efficiency, the study provides valuable insights into the efficacy of Nano DAP in enhancing the growth and yield of rice while potentially reducing phosphorus input. The integration of seedling dipping and foliar spray methods is practically significant and can benefit both smallholder farmers and researchers focusing on precision nutrient management. The findings contribute to the growing body of literature on nano-fertilizer applications and offer a viable pathway toward more efficient and environmentally friendly rice cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the core objectives, methodology (seedling dipping and foliar spray), and the crop involved (transplanted rice). It is specific and informative.
	

	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 summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be made clearer by avoiding repetition and overly technical phrasing. Specifically, summarizing the best-performing treatment more succinctly and stating the observed yield increase in percentage terms would enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RCBD), treatment structure, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the objectives. Results are well-presented and supported by relevant data and literature. The conclusions are consistent with the data and contribute meaningfully to ongoing research in the field of nano-fertilizers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent (2019–2024) and relevant, covering national and international studies. They provide a good background on nano-fertilizers and phosphorus use efficiency. 
	

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


	The manuscript's English is generally understandable but can benefit from professional proofreading. Some sentences are lengthy and repetitive, and minor grammatical issues reduce the overall readability.
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