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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.


	Precision application of fertilizers is important in face of climate change and the building up of greenhouse gases. Finding methods and tools to better apply fertilizer for improved uptake and use efficiency would be a welcome.
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	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.
	Could be improve significant. Suggestions given
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The attempt is sound. However, the researcher(s) needs to be more rigorous and explain the science of soil fertility. The method and treatments are with error which pushes the results out.   
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	Optional/General comments


	With treatment 9 giving the best of almost every parameter, it means the treatments levels were not properly arrived at. A sigmoid kind of a graph should have been observed were beyond a certain application level there should have been not added advantage of application of the treatment. In this case, there is no telling which is the optimum level of application of the nano urea not the zinc. A re-do of the experiment would be more plausible and if it can be done as a factorial experiment since there are two factors under investigation (level of nano urea and level od Zinc) 
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