Editor’s Comment:
[bookmark: _GoBack]1. The values of the assumed parameters for the economic analysis are still missing (they are only defined, but that's not enough). Applying data from 2 m × 2 m plots is completely unacceptable. It's better not to conduct such economic analyses. Incorrect assumptions generate incorrect conclusions, completely useless in practice. Alternatively, the yield from these plots could be assumed, as the yield was weighed, and there is a similar systematic error between the plots, but with significant reservations. This needs to be thoroughly explained. It would be safer to analyze only the yield, where the differences result from the type of fertilizer used. The economic analysis is overly simplified, with many unknowns. 
2. The results and discussion section still lacks the results of the statistical analysis. The same applies to the Abstract and Conclusions. The statistical analysis method is complete, but the results of this analysis are currently unavailable. This is a serious error. 
3. Another comment on Tables 1-4. The results presented in Tables 1-4 are presented with too much precision, and the main error is the lack of SD values, which are reported in the captions of Tables 1-4. 
4. If you do not correct all of this, I will recommend that the article be rejected.
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