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	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.
	Control release of nitrogen is vital issue in firming, particularly in the case of urea application. Therefore, development of new method or modification of a technology is promising. This article aiming to incorporating hydroquinone in a polymer to restrict nitrogen release has very good potential.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I would suggest an alternative title “The synthesis of polymer-encapsulated urea fertilizers by incorporating hydroquinone as a nitrification inhibitor”


	

	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.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, I would request to attend the following issues:

a) Introduction: Need to include more discussion on literature available on polymer-encapsulated urea fertiliser and their release behaviour to show the research gap and to establish the rationality of the study.
b) Methodology: i) In Synthesis of Hydroquinone-Polymer Coating section, how was the polymer-matrix prepared e.g., ratio, medium, how was the coating done on urea? 
ii) How many concentrations of hydroquinone were used?

c) c)  Results and discussion: should be re-written. It is absolutely not organised and well described and discussed. The kinetics are not clear, characterisations are not justified
d) d) Conclusion: Should be more precise and specific towards the findings and should have a recommendable conclusion.
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	No recent references (2020-2025). I would suggest add more references (10-20) including recent ones.
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	Need improvement
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	Several typos and grammatical issues throughout the manuscript.
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