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PART  1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
	
	Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments
	
	

	
	
	are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	
	

	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 article is relevant to the scientific community, since it discusses environmental  issues, and these issues are important for expanding knowledge in order to improve the health conditions of the population and the other species that use Brassica juncea for food.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
The  proposed  title  is  not  very  suitable  for  this  relevant  scientific work, I strongly suggest checking the possibility of changing it to: “Analysis of the effects of cadmium-induced oxidative stress on Brassica juncea plantations”
	

	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.
	
A good abstract should have the following items: context, gap, objective, methodology, results and conclusions. There is no gap in the abstract, and the methodology and conclusion are not clear, please correct this problem.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The text is structured in the following subsections: introduction, material and methods, results, discussion, conclusion and references. This structure is appropriate, as it is widely used in scientific articles. The text provides information about the regions where Brassica
juncea is grown, but there is no map or figure showing the locations. I
suggest including this information, as some readers may not be familiar with these locations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions  of additional references, please mention  them
	The  article  under  review  presents  bibliographical  references  from
2001 to 2024,  where 50% of the references  listed  are from works published between 2019 and 2024, so they are very recent, providing state-of-the-art   scientific   communications   on  the  subject   of  the
	






	in the review form.
	article.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable  for scholarly communications?
	
Considering spelling and grammatical coherence, the language used is suitable for academic work.
	

	Optional/General comments
	I believe that the comments  listed are sufficient  for the authors  to make the necessary  corrections,  as well as providing  input  for the editor's final decision. As a reviewer, I agree with the publication of the work, but I strongly suggest making the requested corrections.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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