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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 an important agronomic issue by examining the combined effects of sowing time and fertility levels on nutrient uptake, nutrient use efficiency (NUE), and grain quality of Quality Protein Maize (QPM) under temperate agro-climatic conditions.
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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.


	· Include key numerical highlights (e.g., % increase in uptake or efficiency).

· Clarify whether 125% RDF improved all NUE indices or mainly uptake and recovery.

· Avoid overly strong recommendations unless supported by economic analysis.

· Slightly condense methodological details to give more space to results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the scientific framework is strong.
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	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a brief economic implication discussion if recommending 125% RDF.

· A graphical representation (bar chart) of NUE indices across treatments would improve visual clarity.

· Include a short paragraph in methodology explaining how NUE indices were calculated.

· Ensure all abbreviations (AE, ANR, PFP, PE) are defined at first use.
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