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PART 1: Review Comments

	Compulsory  REVISION comments
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part
in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive review of the role of silicon in enhancing crop production, stress resistance, and disease management. The topic is particularly relevant given the increasing need for sustainable agricultural practices in the face of climate change and soil degradation. The manuscript effectively synthesizes current research and offers insights into how silicon fertilization can contribute to more resilient agricultural systems. However, the manuscript could be improved by better organization and clarity in certain sections, as well as by expanding on some of the mechanisms discussed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title "Impact of Silicon Fertilization in Crop Production: Enhancing Yield, Stress and Disease Resistance in Agriculture" is suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript. No changes to the title are necessary.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, summarizing the key points of the manuscript effectively. However, it could benefit from being more concise and systematically structured. It may be helpful to clearly separate the discussion of biotic and abiotic stressors and to maintain a neutral tone. Suggested rephrasing could include clearer statements on the benefits of silicon and a more structured flow.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The manuscript is well-structured with appropriate subsections. However, the readability of the manuscript could be improved by better organization within each section, particularly by introducing more subheadings or bullet points to break down complex information. For example, the sections discussing different types of stressors and their mitigation could be better segmented.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required
for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound, presenting a thorough review of the literature on silicon fertilization in agriculture. It draws on a wide range of studies to support its claims, making it a valuable resource for researchers and practitioners. However, the manuscript would benefit from a more critical analysis of
the cited studies, particularly in terms of their methodologies and limitations, to strengthen the overall argument.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited are sufficient and up-to-date, covering a broad range of relevant studies. No additional references are necessary, but a critical evaluation of the key studies mentioned in the manuscript would enhance the discussion.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. However, some sections would benefit from more concise phrasing and clearer explanations to improve readability and accessibility to a broader audience.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript provides a valuable review of the potential benefits of silicon fertilization in agriculture, especially in the context of global challenges such as climate change. Addressing the suggested revisions would further enhance its clarity and impact, making it an even more useful resource for the scientific community.
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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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