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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 present manuscript is important for scientists and farmers as the study focuses on the impact of different doses of zinc (as zinc sulfate monohydrate) and timing of its application on growth and yield parameters of fine rice under Bangladesh conditions. Zinc fertilization can improve vegetative growth parameters, crop yield and nutritional quality. In rice, zinc fertilization leads to higher zinc concentrations in the grains, thereby improving their nutritional value.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title summarizes the main idea of the manuscript, therefore it is 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.


	The abstract clearly states the purpose of the study. In this section, minor corrections need to be made.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information provided in the manuscript is consistent with other studies on the efficacy of zinc fertilization on plant growth, yield, and quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is sufficient to research needs.

Some authors are missing in the “References”: Kayess et al., 2020; Cakmak et al., 2008; Gul et al., 2011; Siddika et al., 2016; Nawaz et al., 2004.
Latif et al. 2024; 2025a; 2025b; 2025c are not cited correctly in the text.


	

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


	Yes, the English language of the article is clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the “Materials and Methods” section, it is recommended to present data on the content of available zinc in the soil.

In the “Result and Discussion” section, there are some errors in the interpretation of the data and many technical errors in the presentation of parameter values and treatments.

Authors should add “and time of application” in the titles of tables and figures.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Radka Bozhinova, Tobacco and Tobacco Products Institute, Bulgaria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

