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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the role of nano urea in improving the nutritional quality of fodder oats, a critical crop for addressing India’s growing green fodder deficit. By demonstrating that reduced conventional nitrogen levels combined with nano urea can enhance crude protein and reduce fibre content, the study contributes to the development of more efficient and sustainable nutrient management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your current title is clear and scientifically correct, and  it is  more precise, concise, and impactful—especially for journal submission
	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative and generally comprehensive, covering all essential components.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, and the research approach follows standard agronomic experimental procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Your manuscript includes several relevant references, but the reference list is not fully sufficient, and a few important points need improvement:

1. Number of references is limited
A standard research article typically requires 15–25 references, depending on journal guidelines. Your manuscript currently includes only around 8–10 references.

2. Some references are outdated

	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article appear generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor improvements to enhance clarity, flow, and academic tone. Some sentences could be refined for better readability and grammatical precision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information provided, there do not appear to be any ethical issues in this manuscript.
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