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	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.


	This study is important for the role of nano fertilizers in increasing sugar production when growing sugar beets, especially in unsuitable soils.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Influence of Sodium Potassium Niobate (Na0.5K0.5NbO3) nanoparticle on yield attributes of Sugar Beet (Beta vulgaris)
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is small, with the percentage of recent references being 66.7%.

Some references require modification by comparing the list with the content, such as references (11 and 15). 


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction focused more on the comparison between sugar beet and sugarcane, without referring to similar studies on similar plants related to the use of nanoparticles, which calls for its reformulation and enrichment by linking it to recent results and studies on the applications of nanoparticles.

· The Materials and methods need further clarification, and it does not include a reference to studying traits according to the number of days. Furthermore, the year of the data analysis reference is not mentioned, and this source is not included in the reference list.
· In the discussion, the researcher focused on the effect of different days after sowing on the studied traits. However, he neglected to mention the effect of different concentrations of nanoparticles and determine which achieved the best results, which is the core of the study and its title, even though this data is available in the tables. The method section also did not include anything indicating a study of the effect of the number of days on the traits, indicating that the researcher focused on studying each trait on different planting days.
· The conclusion needs to be rephrased. The researcher indicated in his conclusion that this technology significantly reduced the loss of nutrients to the environment. How did he conclude this when his research did not specifically address nutrients, but rather limited himself to several crop characteristics? The conclusion also indicates that the study contributes to reducing pollution and agricultural waste generation. How did he conclude this?

· The number of references is small, with the percentage of recent references being 66.7%., Some references require modification by comparing the list with the content, such as references (11 and 15). 
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