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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.


	This study addresses sustainable agriculture practices by evaluating organic manures and biofertilizers for cabbage production in Rajasthan's arid conditions. The research is relevant for promoting eco-friendly farming methods that reduce chemical fertilizer dependency while maintaining crop productivity. The combination approach of organic manures with biofertilizers provides practical insights for smallholder farmers in similar agroecological zones. However, the study's contribution is somewhat limited by its brief duration and lack of mechanistic discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate but could be more specific. Consider: "Evaluation of organic manures and biofertilizers on growth and yield of cabbage (Brassica oleracea var. capitata) in Rajasthan, India." This includes the scientific name and country for better clarity.
	

	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 needs improvement. Missing experimental design details (factorial RBD, replications), statistical significance indicators, and proper treatment notation. The sentence "check of organic manures" is grammatically incorrect. Include location, season, and key statistical findings. The yield figure "270.70 and q/ha" appears incomplete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design is appropriate, but the methodology section lacks essential details. Missing information includes plot size, spacing, irrigation schedule, pest management, and statistical analysis procedures. No ANOVA tables or significance levels are clearly presented. The results section is repetitive and lacks a mechanistic explanation for observed effects. A one-season study limits the robustness of conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are limited in number (18 total) but are reasonably recent, with several publications from 2024. The reference list would benefit from more foundational literature on organic farming principles and nutrient cycling mechanisms. Some formatting inconsistencies exist in the reference list. Consider adding more references on the mechanisms of biofertilizers and the dynamics of organic matter.
	

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


	The English language quality will be suitable for scholarly communications after addressing several grammatical errors throughout the manuscript. Several specific issues need correction:

Abstract: "check of organic manures" → should be "effect of organic manures"

Abstract: "The result revealed" → should be "The results revealed" (plural)

Abstract: "head yield (270.70 and q/ha)" → incomplete sentence, should specify the missing value

Results: Repetitive phrasing - "The perusal of data further revealed that..." used excessively → vary sentence structure

Results: "it was found at par with" → awkward phrasing, should be "it was statistically similar to" or "comparable with"

Conclusion: "the treatment O₃B₃ (Poultry manure @ 5 t/ha + PSB + VAM) are better" → subject-verb disagreement, should be "the treatment...is better"

Throughout: "growth parameters like plant height" → should be "growth parameters such as plant height"

The results section uses identical sentence structures repeatedly, resulting in a monotonous tone. Once these corrections are made, along with careful proofreading for similar patterns, the manuscript should meet the language standards required for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a practical problem but needs significant improvement in presentation and analysis. The methodology section requires substantial expansion, results need better statistical presentation, and discussion of mechanisms is absent. Consider incorporating economic analysis and multi-season data to draw stronger conclusions.
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