EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	The manuscript contains valuable research results, but requires thorough additions.

1. There is no information available regarding the assumptions used in economic calculations. This applies to the costs of seeds, fertilizers, generally understood crop care, machinery, and labour. This approach is presented in the paragraph entitled "Economic Data Collecting". This is not the right approach, as it is challenging to determine most of the costs on experimental plots with dimensions of 2 m × 2 m. There is no explanation in this regard in the manuscript. Add a table with the assumed costs for each element of the cost structure. This also applies to the market price of groundnuts. 

2. There is a lack of measuring equipment and a general lack of information regarding the accuracy of measurements, as well as the accuracy of tests.

3. The primary concern is the lack of results from the statistical analysis, as discussed in the Method section. Please provide information on which statistical software was used for the ANOVA analysis. You need a table with the ANOVA and test results for the average values. The LSD test is the weakest statistical test. It is better to use Tukey's test.

4. The research method should be written in a way that allows for verification of the results or replication of the tests.

5. In the chapter "Results and Discussion", only information about the research results is provided, with a brief interpretation of why these yields have changed. This is crucial for this type of scientific article. There is also a lack of discussion, as no results from the studies included in the available literature have been cited. It is necessary to complete the discussion and refer to articles that explain the impact of fertilizer blends on plant development and yield, regardless of the specific crop (such as groundnuts, if applicable).

6. The results presented in Tables 1-4 are given with too much accuracy. For this type of value, it is sufficient to provide integers. Still, it is necessary to supplement the mean values with standard deviations, since the tests were performed with three repetitions. Tables have confusing captions. There are no effects in the tables, but average values are provided. Please update the captions of tables 1-4 to reflect the additions made.

7. In the “Abstract” and “Conclusion” (where “Conclusions” should be included), please present the results of the statistical analysis to demonstrate that any differences are statistically significant, if they exist.

8. The text lacks a reference to the first item of literature by Malik et al.

9. The text is written in reasonably good English, but there are some simplifications ("the" before nouns is missing). There is a single number of groundnuts in the text. Please check and correct to the plural form where it is logical, because we do not grow a single groundnut.
	1. Accepted revised as the comments 

2. A subsection titled “Measurement accuracy and data reliability” has been added.
3. The statistical analysis section has been revised.
4. Materials and Methods section has been rewritten
5. Results and Discussion section has been expanded with explicit citations
6. Added

7. Abstract and Conclusions revised as suggested
8. Added

9. Correct the grammar

Thank you for suggestions, we have update all suggestion and revised as suggested
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