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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.
	The work is of highly useful for farming community to get better yield as boron plays a significant role in improving the yield. Now a days nano fertilizers are gaining lot of scope. In this regard the work is rightly designed and well executed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, rightly used 
	

	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.
	Abstract seems somewhat lengthy. It would be better if it is reduced to have more precise and crisper abstract to make it reader friendly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, well structured, comprehensive and detailed experiment supported with sufficient tables and statistically analysed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but few are very old, try to include the recent ones. And many of the references quoted in text is missing in the reference part and some are mentioned in the text but not found in the reference section. Kindly go through the reference once.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	It’s better to improve the conclusion part
Ranjan PK and Topno (2022) and Sahoo (2024) are missing in the text

Verma et al. 1984, barker and pilbeam 2006 and others are not seen in reference section. Kindly go through the reference section and the entire text.
Correct some typographical errors that I have commented in the script
See the attachment
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