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	Under NTZ circumstances, this research identifies high-yielding and nutrient-efficient rice types. The multi-season data, varied types, and nutrient absorption patterns make the dataset strong. Insufficient information are provided on experimental design, statistical validation, and critical synthesis. Revisions that explain approach, reduce repetition, and emphasize originality may enhance regional rice agronomy and sustainable nutrient management.
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	Abstract 

· The abstract is very long and is overloaded with numerical data, which reduces readability and obscures the key comparative insights.

· The purpose of the study is implicit (to compare varietal yield and nutrient uptake), but is not explicitly stated.

· Type of statistical analysis not mentioned in the summary (or anywhere in the abstract). The abstract presents descriptive results only, without reporting whether differences were statistically tested.

· The purpose of the study is implicit (to compare varietal yield and nutrient uptake), but is not explicitly stated.

· The abstract provides a comprehensive data set but should be revised to (1) reduce the numeric overload, (2) explicitly state the purpose, and (3) clarify whether the results are supported by statistical analysis.

Introduction

· The problem statement is implicit; the gap in existing knowledge is not sharply defined.

· Objectives are mentioned, but could be more specific and testable (for example, ‘identifying nutrient-efficient and high-yielding rice varieties under NTZ conditions’).

· Some references are dated (1982) without being balanced with more recent nutrient use efficiency studies.

Recommendations:

· Clearly articulate the research gap (eg, limited information on comparative nutrient uptake of rice maturity groups in NTZ).

· Define explicit objectives (yield comparison, analysis of nutrient uptake in key growth stages, identification of nutrient-efficient varieties).

Materials and Methods 

· The experimental design, including layout, replication, randomization, and plot size, is not detailed.

· No statistical analysis methods are reported, such as ANOVA, LSD, or regression.

· The application of fertilizer was standardized; however, the justification for the selected rates is not thoroughly examined. 
Recommendations:

· Outline the experimental design and the methods of statistical analysis employed.

· Determine whether the differences reached statistical significance. In the absence of this, assertions of superiority remain merely descriptive.

Results and Discussion

· Results are overly descriptive and repeat numerical values that could be better presented in tables/figures.

· Lack of statistical validation of observed differences.

· Some interpretations are already embedded (e.g., “Rudramma is more adaptable”), which belong in the discussion.

· Tends to repeat results instead of synthesizing them.

· Does not critically address limitations (e.g., lack of multi-location testing, soil variability, climatic anomalies).

· Broader relevance to rice systems outside NTZ is not explored.

Recommendations:

· Focus on trends and comparative highlights rather than repeating raw data. Report statistical significance to strengthen conclusions.

· Deepen analysis by comparing with more regional/global studies. Acknowledge limitations and suggest how findings can be generalized. 
Conclusions

· Repeats results rather than drawing higher-level insights.

· Conclusions are narrowly focused; sustainability and policy implications could be elaborated.

Recommendations:

· Frame conclusions to highlight contributions to sustainable rice systems, resilience, and potential for scaling. Suggest future research directions.

References

· Mix of local, regional, and international sources.

· Inclusion of recent studies (2021–2024) alongside classical references.

· References generally relevant to rice agronomy and nutrient management.

· Some references are outdated (e.g., 1982) without sufficient balance from the last 5 years.

· Inconsistent formatting (article titles, abbreviations).

· Several are from regional journals with limited visibility; more international literature could strengthen credibility.

Recommendations:

· Update with recent global studies on nutrient-use efficiency, varietal adaptation, and sustainable intensification. Ensure formatting consistency per journal guidelines.
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