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	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.


	1- The manuscript addresses an important topic related to nutrient management in medicinal plants, specifically Cassia angustifolia.
2- Provides useful insights into how soil-applied NPK levels and foliar nutrition affect nutrient uptake.

3- The study adds valuable information on the combined effect of soil and foliar nutrition, particularly seaweed extract. The study adds valuable information on the combined effect of soil and foliar nutrition, particularly seaweed extract.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but too long; I suggest another title." Effect of Soil-Applied NPK and Foliar Nutrition on Leaf N, P, and K Uptake of Senna (Cassia angustifolia Vahl.) at Harvest"
	

	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 scientifically valid and linguistically robust, with only minor style changes needed to increase clarity and flow. Minor modifications were made to it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically accurate; some parts of it lack many points of scientific importance necessary for it to be considered scientifically correct. These points were included within the manuscript itself.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and most are outdate. The references need to be updated. For new references have been added. Zang, Z., et al. (2023). Alternate micro-sprinkler irrigation and organic fertilization improves root health and uptake in medicinal plants. Journal of Plant Science & Technology (example of agronomic practice interactions

Hemdan, M. H., et al. (2022/2023). Studies on organic amendments and bio-stimulants (collection of regional studies on senna and medicinal plants). (regional journals; useful for discussion and local comparisons).
Waly, A. A., et al. (2019). Effect of foliar spraying with seaweed extracts on growth and yield parameters of horticultural crops. Scientific Journal of Faculty of Agriculture (example studies demonstrating seaweed efficacy).
Rakha, A. M., et al. (2020). Effect of foliar spraying of seaweed extract and iron on transplant performance in citrus seedlings. Middle East Journal of Agriculture Studies (example of foliar seaweed application protocols).

	

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


	Yes the language is English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications and Moderate revision needed. The manuscript contains grammatical errors, long sentences, incorrect punctuation, and inconsistent scientific terminology
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider refining the abstract to briefly include the most important numerical results and percentage increases. Adding a graphical representation of F × M interactions would enhance visual clarity. Ensure all references are up-to-date (2015–2023) to support results and discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO

	


Reviewer details:

Elham Abd ELMoneim Badr, Egypt 

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

