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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.


	The manuscript explores how botanicals and chemical treatments affect growth, yield, and seed quality of Brassica juncea, an economically important oilseed crop in many developing regions. Comparing the effects of plant-based and synthetic agents provides valuable insights for sustainable agriculture and integrated crop management. The study is relevant because it offers data that could help reduce chemical reliance and promote environmentally friendly cultivation practices. These findings are beneficial to agronomists, plant biologists, and researchers focused on crop improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 clear, but it would benefit from the following improvements:

-Add specific numerical values highlighting the most significant results to strengthen the scientific message.

-Include a brief statement regarding statistical significance.

-Clarify the practical implications of the findings in one concise sentence at the end.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experiments appear well-designed. However, the methodology needs clearer details regarding:

-Concentrations used for each botanical and chemical treatment

-Number of replications and experimental layout

-Specific statistical tests applied
These clarifications will help readers reproduce the study and increase the methodological transparency.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but several are outdated. I recommend including recent studies from the last 5–7 years focusing on botanical biostimulants, eco-friendly crop treatments, and mustard agronomy
	

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


	A light English editing is recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	-Figures should be enlarged and labeled more clearly.

-The discussion section should more strongly compare the obtained results with previously published literature.

-Adding a short limitations paragraph would strengthen the scientific transparency of the paper.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No ethical concerns are identified. The study involves plant materials and standard agronomic practices.
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