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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 addresses an interesting and important topic for cotton: the use of biostimulants. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is incomplete; it does not include the location of the study or the scientific name of the species, which would facilitate its search on the Internet.
	

	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.


	The abstract does not present the basic and fundamental elements such as the definition of the problem, a good description of the methodology, and the biological and agronomic impact of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article requires significant changes to be scientifically accurate, as well as more robust methodologies and statistical analyses that demonstrate the study's potential.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are insufficient and mostly very old, so there is no good support for the arguments presented in both the introduction and the discussion.
	

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


	English needs to be reviewed in items such as introduction and discussion of results mainly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an interesting topic for the agricultural management of cotton crops. The use of biostimulants is already part of the agronomic management of many crops around the world, where their importance in improving yield and crop quality has been demonstrated. However, the manuscript does not reveal the full potential of the results, so the following is suggested:

Make the title more compelling by including the location of the study and the scientific name of the species.

Carefully review the abstract and clearly include the research problem, objective, a brief description of the methodologies, results, and their impact on the biological and agronomic level.

The introduction should be better organized, beginning with an overview of the species and its global and regional economic importance, along with updated data. Include background studies that highlight the importance of conducting this study. These studies should be updated and present the location of their conduct and their main conclusions.

The materials and methods section should fully describe aspects such as the design, repetitions, variables, when they were taken and how frequently, and how they were analysed. More robust statistical analyses are suggested to demonstrate the potential of the data.

The results and discussion section is limited to describing the values ​​of the variables found, with some outdated references, resulting in a very poor discussion. The discussion of results should include a biological and agronomic component.

The references are very old; it is suggested that more articles be included to complement the introduction and discussion of results sections.

Review other observations in the manuscript.
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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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