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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses the management of bakanae disease, a major constraint in rice production, using eco-friendly soil amendments. By evaluating the efficacy of Trichoderma viride, Pseudomonas fluorescens, and other organic inputs, the study contributes to the growing body of research promoting sustainable and non-chemical disease management strategies. The findings offer valuable insights into improving crop health, yield, and economic returns while reducing environmental impact, which aligns with global efforts toward sustainable agriculture. Moreover, the research provides a practical foundation for developing integrated disease management programs, potentially benefiting both scientists and farmers in rice-growing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is not suitable because the phrase “on use Soil amendments” is grammatically incorrect. The term “Bakanae diseases” should be singular (“Bakanae disease”) as it refers to a specific disease. Alternate title is given below:

Efficacy of Biological and Organic Soil Amendments Against Bakanae Disease in Rice
	

	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.


	Avoid excessive pathogen morphological details (those belong in the main text, not abstract). Avoid overly long lists of all treatment names in full detail—only highlight the top performer and comparison with control. Also, addition of concrete recommendation and future thrust should be added in two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant and addresses an important issue in rice pathology by evaluating soil amendments for the management of Bakanae disease. The experimental design using a Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) with three replications is appropriate, and the inclusion of both disease severity and economic analysis strengthens the practical value of the study. Overall, the study is conceptually sound, but refinement in methodology reporting and data presentation is necessary for it to meet high scientific publication standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are limited in number and include some that are over a decade old, which reduces the relevance and strength of the literature support. While the authors have referenced key studies such as Bashyal et al. (2014) and Gupta et al. (2014), these do not fully reflect the latest advancements in Bakanae disease management or the use of biocontrol agents like Trichoderma spp. and Pseudomonas fluorescens. It is recommended that the authors incorporate more recent studies (from the last 5–7 years) covering integrated disease management strategies, updated epidemiological data, and advances in the application of soil amendments and microbial consortia. Adding these will strengthen the scientific grounding and demonstrate awareness of the latest developments in the field.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article require improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the overall meaning is generally clear, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, inconsistent verb tenses, awkward sentence structures, and typographical mistakes that affect readability.
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