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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	The manuscript does contain substances that are important for the scientific community and the title of the article is suitable. However, the problem statement was not being highlighted in the abstract and in the writings. The way of presenting its abstract and data could be improved. Acronyms like CGR, RGR, NAR, PE, PoE, DAT, N, U.P, if possible be introduced in the beginning of the text to avoid confusion. Writer should also observe the way scientific names being written and used; standardization of terms should be applied throughout the writing. Also, avoid using viz. In the writing, instead the writer could opt for the word namely in the writing. 

In terms of units, it is advisable for the writer to use the standard SI units in expressing the results and the graphs used being explained and elaborated the result and discussion section.

Discussion could be improved in using more recent citation for references like 

Biswas, Md. Mahirul Islam and Ullah, Md. Jafar and Mannan, Muhammad Abdul and Tasnim, Mahrupa and Mamun, Muntaseer Al and Begum, Hasina (2024) Influence of Planting Geometry on Growth, Phenology, and Yield of White Maize in Padma-Washed Lands. International Journal of Environment and Climate Change, 14 (1). pp. 914-927. ISSN 2581-8627 for the CGR or

L Nazirah et al 2024 IOP Conf. Ser.: Earth Environ. Sci. 1302 012040 for NAR

As to show the validity of the work conducted.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Overall, the language used acceptable and suitable for scholarly communications
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Nurul Nadiah Binti Mohd Firdaus Hum

	Department, University & Country
	Universiti Teknologi Mara, Malaysia


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)


