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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.


	The paper is a very good attempt to synthesize some valuable information on five selected treatments to evaluate the performance of sodium potassium niobate nanoparticles on the yield and its attributes on the crop of sugar beet, through field experiment at Jhansi, India.
The conclusions have NOT been drawn as those could be, the corroboration on the basis of results are missing. Gross ideas of benefits are not conclusions. It should be included. 

The paper MS is being submitted with this review sheet that incorporated the corrections in track change mode of MS word. Authors may be asked to address the queries in order to consider the paper for scientific community.  

 Such information may help in identification of gaps and framing out research needs.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its suitable
	

	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. 
Barring few grammatical corrections made in the MS no further revision is suggested. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
The authors must be advised to incorporate the suggested corrections marked within the MS as per the comments. A few references are missing. 
	

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


	The manuscript (MS) has many errors of the English language. These have been marked and corrected in the main file being sent.
Its good for the scholarly communications.
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