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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.


	In Bangladesh, where rice yields are still significantly lower than in other top rice-producing nations, this manuscript examines a critical agricultural issue. Because it clarifies how zinc fertilization can enhance the growth and yield of BRRI dhan50, a fine rice variety that is widely grown in Bangladesh, this manuscript is important to the scientific community. This study contributes to the scientific conversation on sustainable crop production and biofortification by tying agronomic practices to nutritional enhancement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Fine rice" is ambiguous and nonspecific. The phrase "under Bangladesh condition" is grammatically incorrect. The main finding and the timing of the zinc application are not specified.
	

	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.


	Important information is absent, including design, plot size, and replications. Zinc application at 50 DAT is mentioned in the abstract, but it is unclear. Results seem contradictory-stating no significant effect yet drawing strong conclusions.”
I suggest addition of more details like "A 4×3 factorial experiment in RCBD with three replications".
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The non-significant results are used to support the paper's strong conclusions. Missing randomization procedures. Tables indicate "15 g zinc applied at 50 DAT," but the abstract states "10.70 kg zinc applied at 50 DAT."
Treatment Description Contradiction should be resolved Clarify treatment descriptions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only 28 references for a topic with extensive literature.
Increase the number of citations in the reference list.
	

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


	No, academic communications are not appropriate for the quality of the English. There are several linguistic errors in the manuscript: "under Bangladesh condition" (should be "conditions" or "in Bangladesh")
"fine rice, BRRI dhan50" has an awkward comma placement
Break down complex sentences into simpler, clearer statements
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