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	Title: Manipulation of localised nutrient placement to enhance synergistic effects of nitrogen and phosphorus for rice
General Comments from Reviewer: - This study explored the effects of the type (N and P) and location (3 cm and 10 cm from rice seedlings) of fertilizer application on nutrient uptake and yield of rice and made a detailed analysis and discussion of the results. There are some problems in the manuscript. The following issues should be considered:  Line 45-46: There seem to be ambiguous in this sentence, please provide a detailed explanation. 
Line 106: What is the reason for the selection of the two placement sites (3 cm and 10 cm), which needs to be described. Line 238: Is there a reference for this statement? 5. Lines 252-253: This statement: “Furthermore, the root/shoot dry weight ratio was greater under treatment LNP than under treatment LN” showed a different result than Fig. 2 and it is recommended to recheck. 
Abstract: Abstract section meets the requirements of the journal. The authors well explained the important results and significance.
Introduction: In the introduction, the authors described the purpose and significance of the study and state the objectives of the work. Line 45-46: There seem to be ambiguous in this sentence, please provide a detailed explanation.
Methodology: The materials and methods section are written in detail and clear. Line 98: “NO3‒” has a writing error; Line 106: What is the reason for the selection of the two placement sites (3 cm and 10 cm), which needs to be described.
Results: The authors provided a full description of the results.
Discussions: The authors provided a detailed explanation and discussion of the results. Line 238: Is there a reference for this statement? Lines 252-253: This statement: “Furthermore, the root/shoot dry weight ratio was greater under treatment LNP than under treatment LN” showed a different result than Fig. 2 and it is recommended to recheck.
Conclusions: The authors provided a good summary of the entire manuscript.
Figures and tables: Figures and tables conform to the journal's specification.

The article can be published after minor revision.



