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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.


	Evaluating the effect of Nano DAP on the yield and growth of wheat is important in scientific community for sustainable agriculture. The experiment emphasize on a defined crop (wheat variety Raj-3077), location, cropping season with reproducible. Both the growth (plant height, chlorophyll, LAI) and the yield-related parameters (tillers, grain yield, and biological yield) were evaluated giving a holistic view of treatment impact. The detailed treatment description (e.g., Nano DAP @ 5 ml/kg seed + foliar spray timings) adds clarity to the methodology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Almost okay
	

	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.


	In case of language and grammar shows several grammatical incorrect or clumsy, e. g- to study evaluated the response should be “to evaluate the response”. Write a short clear conclusion at the end sentence of the abstract. Important scientific information like design of experiment is missing, number of replications, plot size, experimental designs (RCBD, CRD, etc.), and statistical analysis is not mentioned. It weakens the credibility of the results. Overall serious lack of control treatment comparison in the abstract. The author mentioned T10-T4 with Nano DAP showed the best results, but there’s no data of the control or other treatments for proper comparison. The yield values should be consistently reported in standard scientific units. “q/ha” (quintal/hectare) is acceptable in regional contexts but should also be expressed in kg/plot or t/ha for wider scientific readership. The term used in this manuscript T10-T4 etc and ST is confusing. Is this a combination of or else treatments? Need clear definition of the abbreviations and should avoid in the table. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Few comments are made in the abstract row. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not enough and recent for this article. Wheat is a major crop in the world, so add some new, relevant and more references.
	

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


	Overall English language standard is 5 out of 10.
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