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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.


	There is no doubt that the manuscript is important, as it addresses the topic of fertilizing the Litchi fruit. As is well known, good fertilization and providing the plant with the required fertilizers are essential to achieving maximum possible production. The researcher succeeded in choosing a research topic and was able to carry out the experiment well, following the correct scientific method.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is good suitable 
	

	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.


	· In general, the abstract is good, but the abstract must include the following:

 the location and time of the study, the aims of the study, methodology, treatment, data collection methods, the results and conclusion, and finally, the keywords.

· These elements should stat clearly to make abstract comprehensive and strong
· The abstract lacks some of these elements, such as the place and time of the study, the methodology, and the objectives are also unclear. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct and the researcher has made a great effort in conducting the research, as he defined the problem and chose the required treatments. He collected the data and analysed it well in order to obtain realistic and logical results. It is suitable to be the basis for conducting future research on the results obtained
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and update, It is better to remove the numbering from the references and arrange them alphabetically.
	

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


	Language is good, clear and understandable and suitable for scholarly communication 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The abstract must include the following: the location and time of the study, the aims of the study, methodology, treatment, data collection methods, the results and conclusion, and finally, the keywords. These elements should stat clearly to make abstract comprehensive and strong  

· How many soil samples were taken? There is a discrepancy in this. At first, you mentioned that 9 samples were taken, then you mentioned 7, and finally you mentioned, which is correct?

· Why were soil samples collected from a depth of 0-20 cm, given that roots penetrate much deeper than that? It is necessary to provide logical justifications for choosing this depth, if any.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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