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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.


	This paper makes an important contribution to the scientific community, especially in the field of agronomy and oilseed cultivation. By examining the effect of seed rate on growth, yield and oil content of rapeseed in Assam, this study provides empirical data that is very useful for optimizing planting practices. The finding that the use of competition seed resulted in the highest productivity and economic returns provides practical guidance for farmers to improve production efficiency and sustainability. In addition, this study also highlights the relationship between seed rate, soil nutrient availability and crop quality, which can form the basis for further studies and development of agricultural technologies in similar areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is quite appropriate and relevant to the general content of the research. The existing title is quite informative, specific, and in accordance with the research objectives, so it is suitable for use without significant changes.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract has mentioned “rabi season,” but it would have been better if the study location had also been explicitly mentioned in the abstract to provide a clear geographical context, considering that environmental conditions greatly influence agricultural output.
2. The abstract does not mention whether the differences in yields between treatments were statistically significant. Adding brief information about the significance (e.g. p-value or statistical test used) would strengthen the validity of the results.
3. The value of “net monetary return (13237.41)” needs to be explained in currency units (e.g. INR, USD, or other local currency) so that readers can understand the scale of economic benefits.
4. Some sentences can be made more concise and direct to make the abstract easier to read and less wordy. There is an unnecessary space before the number in “net monetary return (13237.41)”; it should be written “net monetary return (13237.41).” Consistency of units and symbols is important. For example, “q/ha” (quintals per hectare) is used without explanation; it should be explained the first time it is mentioned or use more common units if possible. The phrase “yield of both seed and stover” would be clearer if written “yields of both seed and stover.” Currency should be clearly stated (e.g. INR, USD) to avoid confusing the reader. Numbers should be consistent, for example, using commas for thousands where appropriate (13,237.41).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript has fulfilled the important scientific aspects by covering the main sections such as abstract, introduction, materials and methods, and results and discussion which are presented completely and logically. The methodology used is also in accordance with agronomic research standards with a clear experimental design and proper statistical analysis, so that the results can be trusted. However, to improve the quality of the manuscript, it is necessary to improve the grammar and writing structure, such as consistent use of tense, selection of appropriate articles and prepositions, shorter and more structured sentences, and correct use of punctuation. In addition, in the interpretation and discussion sections, it is important to clarify the cause-effect relationship with focused sentences, avoid repetition, explain technical terms when they first appear, and add transition sentences so that the discussion flow is smoother and easier to understand. With these improvements, the manuscript will be clearer, more communicative, and in accordance with international academic standards.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references you have used already cover a wide range of important and relevant sources related to However, most of the references are from the 1970s to 1990s, with only a few being relatively recent, such as Sharma et al. (2021), Rajyalakshmi et al. (2019), and GOI (2022). To strengthen the manuscript and demonstrate an understanding of the latest developments in this field, it is advisable to add more literature from the last 5-10 years, especially peer-reviewed journal articles discussing the latest technologies, sustainable practices, or the impact of climate change on mustard and rapeseed cultivation.
	

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


	English article quality is good enough for scientific communication, but needs improvement in tense consistency, proper use of articles and prepositions, and shorter and clearer sentences. Technical terms and units should be used consistently, with punctuation and paragraphs well organized. The language style also needs to be formal and objective so that the manuscript is more professional and easier to understand. These improvements will increase the quality and acceptability of articles in international journals.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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