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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 manuscript offers valuable insights into sustainable agricultural practices by evaluating the impact of different dosages of the Arka Microbial Consortium (AMC) on chilli seed germination and seedling growth. The findings highlight an effective bio-based strategy to improve seedling vigor and transplant survival rates, which is crucial for enhancing crop productivity in chilli. Given the increasing interest in microbial bioformulations, this study is timely and scientifically relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content and scope 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 comprehensive and well-written. However, it would benefit from clearly stating the experimental design (RBD) and statistical analysis method (OPSTAT) briefly within the abstract to enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, the statistical analysis is adequate, and the results are interpreted logically. The conclusions are supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient. However, the authors may consider citing more international studies on microbial consortia applications in solanaceous crops for broader context.
	

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


	The manuscript's English is mostly suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical improvements could enhance clarity, particularly in the "Methodology" and "Discussion" sections.
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	This research supports sustainable farming and provides a practical tool for farmers. The study design and data presentation are commendable. Minor revisions in grammar and structure will significantly improve readability.
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