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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 topic is relevant, considering that nitrogen fertilization has a complex dynamic, requiring investigations into sources, rates, and application timing to improve crop quality and productivity. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The source of mineral nitrogen affected onion growth, seed yield, and quality. 
	

	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.

	Revise the introductory part of the abstract; it is out of context. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has serious flaws: data are presented incorrectly, statistical tests and significance levels used for data analysis are not described, and there is a lack of information regarding data collection methods, such as economic analysis. The discussion of the results is very weak—there is practically no discussion at all. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is necessary to update the references that provide information on statistical data. 
	

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

	The article is understandable, presents appropriate technical vocabulary, and has a coherent structure, but would benefit from:
· A thorough spelling and grammatical review;
· Edits for greater conciseness and elimination of redundancies;
· Closer attention to the introduction of acronyms and consistency in verb tense usage.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Despite the high relevance of the topic, the article contains serious flaws.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’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)
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