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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.


	This is a relevant topic; a timely study with encouraging results.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, when you first read the title, you expect to find a lot of terms like salinity, water stress, and water in the manuscript, which isn't the case. So, if you don't mind, you should change the title or simply remove the word "salinity."

	

	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, it is.
However, the keywords must reflect the article's content. So, this needs to be reviewed.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I think so after some corrections.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references section needs to be reviewed because some are missing. References cited in the text, not in the bibliography section.

	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would like to add some comments to the authors of this article.

First of all, I congratulate you on your work, which is relevant and deserves to be shared. 
I will try to review the entire article here.
As I mentioned, the title doesn't accurately reflect the article's content. The introduction is rather thin, to say the least, and doesn't highlight the work you've done, nor the reasons for and purpose of this study. Therefore, I suggest revising and expanding it to better reflect the study's objectives.

The materials and methods section is good, except you haven't explained the experimental procedure. Specifically, whether the treatments are applied simultaneously or separately.
The numbering in this section needs to be reviewed; either the paragraphs should be numbered or not.
Writing numbers should be harmonious; you either write them in words or in numbers, and not both.
So, as I said before, how did you apply your treatments separately, both together or one after the other? How were you able to obtain the appropriate results for each one individually?
I see that there are statistics in your table, but no information in your text or analysis. You only mentioned Duncan's test in your summary and nowhere else. Please add a statistical analysis of your results to highlight them.
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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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