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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 manuscript addresses a topic of current importance in the plant production improvement. 

The strength of this manuscript lies in using many concentations of different Bio-Enzyme and Humic Acid treatments. 

The weak points in this manuscript: 

· The author should explain the exact mehods used in this research.

· The author wrote some results incorrectly.

· Previous studies were cited in the result section to prove the similarity with the results of this research, but its worth noting that these studies applied salicylic acid foliarly and not added to the soil, and this difference should be mentioned.

· The author did not explain and discuss the results at all.
· The author concluded that B4H4 treatment is the best one, yet this treatment is not used in this research, as the author used B4 and H4 seperatly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable, but it`s beter to write it as the following 
“Effect of Bio-Enzyme and Humic Acid on the Growth and Yield of Onion (Allium cepa L.)”
	

	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.


	No
The abstract lacks the materials and methods and the studied parameters

The results of the abstract needs to be rephrased …. The author explained his/her results incorrectely
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it needs serious modifications and major explanations, as the discussion is missing. 
Besides, previous studies were cited in the result section to prove the similarity with the results of this research, but its worth noting that these studies applied salicylic acid foliarly, and this difference should be mentioned.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	16 references are used in the text, one of them is missing in the reference section.
In the reference section:

· 7 references out of 15 are dated since 2020

· 5 references out of 15 are dated between 2010 and 2019

· 3 references out of 15 are dated before 2010

The references are somehow recent but the author can add new recent reference, such as: 

· Role of Salicylic Acid on Growth, Yield, Qualityand Disease Pest Reaction of Onion (Allium cepa l.) CV. Agrifound Light Red

· The Effects of Proline and Salicylic Acid Applications on Yield and Plant Growth in Green Onion (Allium cepa L.) Cultivation
	

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


	The English quality of the article is poor and needs to be improved. I suggest getting a proofreading service.


	

	Optional/General comments


	I included my comments in the attached manuscript file.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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