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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 the topic of nanofertilizers (in special for N) one would expect a full analysis of the results, including the final yield performance, which is not reported. 
In the introduction and the list of references, articles reporting positive responses in rice yield to the application of nanofertilizers, including N, were cited. However, the article lacks data or mentions the effect of these treatments on final yield. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If the final grain yield is included, the title should be modified.
	

	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.


	It should be reviewed. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While growth parameters are important in explaining crop dynamics, it would have been more important to report the number of tillers per square meter, the number of grains per tiller, the 1000-grain weight, and rice yield per square meter. This would demonstrate the final effect missing from the article. This should be incorporated to conceptualize the article as suitable for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The wording, punctuation, and syntax of the text should be carefully reviewed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction cites the water requirements of various crops, but does not mention those of rice. The amount of available N in the trial soil is high, which could mask the results. In the results tables, the averages should be separated, for example, using the 5% Duncan test. This would better explain the results and the effects of basal and/or foliar N fertilization. The use of bar graphs with the averages separated by the Duncan test would better illustrate the results.
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