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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
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here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The main issues of the paper, which are the subject of major revision, are:

1) grammatical errors, which must be corrected first using the language editor of the text editor (pay attention to
the English language version used: UK, USA or India), then you can use, for example, the Grammarly free
version program;

2) There are some abbreviations that should be specified, possibly between rants;

3) There are 2-3 small corrections to be made in the list of references and in quoting them in the text;
4) A strict control of the observance of the Journal Template must be made.

| pointed out in the text of the reviewed article observations on most of the necessary corrections. These

corrections and additions must be made for publication.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

From a scientific point of view, the paper is valuable, commenting and arguing with results on the use of nano
fertilizers in the agriculture of corn and other plants. The work is well documented (rich and interesting
bibliography). For these reasons, the paper can be published after a major revision of the language.

For a better display of results, we suggest:

1) introduction of GIS maps that briefly present the areas of experimentation of comparative treatments;

2) the introduction of some photographs of the experimental group, possibly in various phases of crop
development;

3) a possible graphical presentation of the results from tables 2, 3, 4;

4) the conclusion of future research directions, which would provide, for example, answers to the comparative
costs between conventional treatments and those that include nano fertilizer treatments, possible negative
effects of nano fertilizer treatments, mechanical difficulties of administration, etc.

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)



http://ditdo.in/ijpss
https://www.journalijpss.com/index.php/IJPSS/editorial-policy

Review Form 1.6

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Cardei Petru

Department, University & Country

The National Institute of Research — Development for Machines and Installations Designed for Agriculture and Food Industry — INMA Bucharest, Romania

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




