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	The experiment is important to know a glimpse of benefits about the local or region-specific variety and fertilizer combination. It can be a good work and useful for the farming community
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2. Mention the initial soil status of the experimental plot

3. Insert the layout in pictorial form of the experimental plot

4. Used some graphs showing error bar with DMRT

5. Showing only one table is not sufficient so insert some graphs and other explanatory modes 

6. Mention any rainfall during the crop season

7. Check the data of 1000 seed weight as the differences from one treatment to another treatment is 2- 3 grams, if it is like this than in yield of grains there will be huge differences

8. In one hectares yield of grain you will find so many seeds, so if the differences of 2-3grams in huge quantity than the yield will be drastically high from one treatment to another.

9. Put some justification in discussion part

10. Kindly change the wordings accordingly especially in yield parameters following the above changes 
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