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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.


	The study is important to the scientific community as it describes the influence of bioenzymes and humic acid on onion growth and yield. Bioenzymes and humic acid could improve soil properties, stimulate plant growth and therefore lead to higher yields, better quality and reduced use of chemicals. Adequate doses and the combination of different products can ensure a balanced supply of nutrients, and this improves the productivity and quality of crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title correctly identifies the contents of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	I have two questions about the text in the Abstract sections.

In the study, there were four treatments with Factor-A (Bio Enzyme) and four treatments with Factor-B (Humic acid). Which of these treatments gave the best results in terms of the growth and yield indicators?

The study examined the effects of eight treatments, but not the combination of treatments (Factor-A+Factor-B), so why did the authors conclude that “...the treatment combination (B4-Salicylic acid @ 100 ppm + Citrus peel-based Bio Enzyme @ 60 ppm + H4-Humic acid @ 3 kg/ha) are found superior among all treatments in growth and yield”?

Therefore, the conclusions given are not precise.

New keywords may be chosen.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript on the effect of bioenzymes, salicylic acid and a citrus peel-based bioenzyme, and humic acid on onion growth and yield, is scientifically accurate.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	New references may be added to the Introduction section.
In the reference list, the authors cited El-Saadony et al. (2017), but in the text - El-Saadony et al. (2018).

Dixit et al. (2018) are missing in the reference list.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The authors need to make a few small corrections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The “Introduction” section is not well written. There are few or completely missing references related to the topic of the manuscript (effect bioenzymes, including salicylic acid and a citrus peel-based bioenzyme, and humic acid on onion growth and yield).


Materials and Methods section:

The authors did not describe the methods used for soil and statistical analysis. The authors also did not describe when and how the different products were applied.
It is not clear how the number of treatments was determined; why “total treatment combination is 16”? According to the data in Tables 1 and 2, there were only eight treatments in the study.
Results and Discussion section:

The purpose of the study is not clear and well presented.
There are technical errors in the following sentences:

 “The maximum plant height (48.03 cm) was observed with treatments H4-Humic acid @ 3 kg/ha; it was found at par with H4-Humic acid @ 2 kg/ha and H3-Humic acid @ 1 kg/ha (47.33 and 45.85 cm)“;

“The minimum number of leaves per plant was recorded with H1-Control (No application) (7.17)”;

“…it was found at par with treatments B3-Citrus peel-based Bio Enzyme @ 60 ppm and B2- Salicylic acid (42.44 and 41.91 cm)”;

“…it was found at par with treatments H4-Humic acid @ 2 kg/ha and H4-Humic acid @ 1 kg/ha (42.99 and 42.09 cm)”;

“The minimum polar diameter of bulb was recorded with H1-Control (No application) (40.19 cm)”.
In the “Conclusions” sections, the sentence “….the treatment combination (B4-Salicylic acid @ 100 ppm + Citrus peel-based Bio Enzyme @ 60 ppm + H4-Humic acid @ 3 kg/ha) are found superior among all treatments in growth and yield prospective” is incorrect.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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