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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 paper is relevant for Agriculturla scientific community since it helps to determine optimal dose and time of nitrogen application in spring maize. This study will help also to know about Plant nutrient use dynamics as well as its effects on the overall productivity of sprin g maize.
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You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.







Yigermal, H., Nakachew, K., & Assefa, F. (2019). Effects of integrated nutrient application on phenological, vegetative growth and yield-related parameters of maize in Ethiopia: a review. Cogent Food & Agriculture, 5(1), 1567998.
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The study is well-planned and executed. However, the Introduction should be written in a better way. Write like a story format in an organized way. I have made the corrections in the paper, please check and correct it. Check the format of the references. Make it according to the journal format.
Add these two reviews in the paper:
1. Kumar, D., Kumar, A., Tripathi, S., Singh, K.K., Kumar, R., Kumar, R., Khan, N., Kumar, M., Kumar, R., Nayak, A.K. and Kumar, S., 2025. Interaction Effect of Phosphorus, Zinc and Rhizobium Inoculation on Growth Parameters of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.). Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology, 28(11), pp.453-467.
2. Kumar, D., Kumar, A., Singh, K.K., Kumar, R., Tripathi, S., Singh, V., Sachan, K., Chauhan, S., Kumar, R., Singh, D. and Bagri, J.P., 2025. Integrated Effect of Rhizobium Inoculation, Phosphorus, and Zinc on Soil Physico-Chemical Properties under Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Cultivation. Journal of Experimental Agriculture International, 47(11), pp.409-423.
See Attachment
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