RESPONSE TO REVIEWER’S COMMENTS
The article (# 8569) has been revised for clarity and brevity. Beside extension of article, recent and relevant literature has been cited. In addition, all figures have been improved in terms of quality. The incorporation of reviewer’s suggestions has led to substantial improvement in our article. The specific responses to reviewer’s comments are provided below (as text in red):
1. All sections should be written more elaborately and clearly. 
Ans. All sections have been elaborated for clarity and the changes made are highlighted as red text.
2. The Introduction section should define the scientific problem and proposed approach. More relevant references should be included. 
Ans.  The submitted work was undertaken to investigate the potential of pseudo zwitterionic vesicles for sustained urea release. The introduction section has been revised to define the limitations of existing systems of urea delivery and benefits one could have in harnessing catanionic or pseudo zwitterionic system for achieving control in the delivery of urea to improve urea use efficiency and to avoid its detrimental impacts on the environment. (see page 1, lines 22-29; page 2, lines 1-13, 18-21).
The section has been improved through addition of more relevant references. (see page 12, references 1, 3-5, 13-15)
3. The experimental section should clearly explain what was performed.
Ans. The experimental section has been elaborated. (see page 3, lines 8-30)

4. The authors should concentrate mostly on the Results ad Discussion section which is not understandable in the current version of the manuscript. The Figures should be explained clearly in the text, including what was done, why was it done, what the results mean, and implications.
Ans. The Results and Discussion section has been especially focused in revision as suggested and all the subsections have been elaborated. All the figures have been improved for clarity. The trends reflected in the figures have been adequately explained in the text and inferences have been drawn based on relevant scientific material. (see page 4, lines 4-23; page 5, lines 3-12; page 6, lines 1-5. 7-9; 16-22; page 7, lines 1, 2, 5, 6, 7-9, 14-18; page 8, lines 8-14, 16, 19-21; page 9, lines 5-9, 16-20; page 10, lines 4-10, 24, 25). 

The new references have been added to explain the results and enforce the discussion. (see page 13, references 23-26, 28, 29, 31).

A new figure has also been added to this section. (see page 11, Fig. 7)

5. English should be corrected.
Ans. English was corrected wherever deemed necessary. 


