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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical and contemporary debate in Indian agriculture regarding the efficacy of Nano Urea compared to conventional fertilizers. It provides valuable, region-specific data for the New Alluvial Zone of West Bengal regarding the interaction between hybrid rice genotypes and reduced nitrogen regimes supplemented by nano-fertilizers.
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	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.


	Yes, but needs minor addition. The abstract covers the design, treatments, and key results well. However, it should briefly mention the specific percentage reduction in yield observed in the F4 treatment compared to F1 to give a clearer quantitative picture.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The Split Plot Design is appropriate for testing varieties and fertilizer levels. The statistical analysis using ANOVA and F-test is standard for this type of field trial.
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	Optional/General comments


	Minor Revision. The science is sound, but the "Materials and Methods" section needs specific citations for chemical analysis protocols, and the "Results" text needs to be less repetitive regarding data already shown in tables.
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