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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a long-term field-based evaluation of organic modules for sustainable rapeseed production. The study contributes valuable evidence that organic management practices can effectively reduce pest and disease incidence while maintaining competitive yields. It also highlights the positive impact of organic inputs on soil health and microbial activity, supporting the transition toward eco-friendly, pesticide-free oilseed production systems. The findings can guide researchers, policymakers, and farmers in developing sustainable strategies for environmentally responsible agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is informative, clearly indicating the crops studied and the focus on organic modules. However, it can be improved for greater scientific impact. I suggest the following revised title:
“Evaluation of Organic Modules Incorporating Beneficial Microorganisms for Sustainable Production of Blackgram (Vigna mungo L. Hepper) and Greengram (Vigna radiata L. Wilczek)”
Thus the role of beneficial microorganisms and emphasizes sustainability, which are key aspects of the study.
	

	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 presents the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the role of the beneficial microorganisms (Trichoderma viride, Rhizobium, PSB, and Bacillus megaterium) and the relevance of the study for sustainable legume production. Some of the detailed treatment procedures could be simplified to make it more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents valuable findings on the use of organic modules, beneficial microorganisms, and their effects on pest and disease management, yield, and soil health in blackgram (Vigna mungo) and greengram (Vigna radiata). However, the manuscript does not include statistical analysis of the data. I strongly suggest, if possible, performing appropriate statistical evaluation (e.g., ANOVA, significance tests) to validate the observed differences among treatments, ensure the reliability of the conclusions, and increase the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the reference list, approximately 18–23% of the references are from the last five years (2020–2024), while the majority (~55–60%) are older than 2010. I suggest that the authors increase the number of recent references to strengthen the discussion, provide up-to-date context, and highlight the current relevance of their study in the field of organic management, beneficial microorganisms, and legume production.
	

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

	The manuscript conveys the results and discussion clearly, and the scientific content is understandable. However, the English language and style require improvement for scholarly communication. Some issues include:
1. Grammar and syntax errors: e.g., “The results obtained in the current study shows…” → should be “show” to match plural subject.
2. Sentence structure: Many sentences are long and complex, making them harder to read. Breaking them into shorter sentences would improve clarity.
3. Consistency in tense: Results are sometimes described in past tense and sometimes in present tense; maintaining past tense for reporting experiments is preferable.
4. Minor word choice issues: e.g., “helps in overall crop growth” → “contributes to overall crop growth”; “preventing development of various soil borne diseases” → “preventing the development of soil-borne diseases.”
5. Formatting and readability: Nested numbering (3.1.1.1.1.1.1.1) and repeated phrases slightly reduce readability; consider simplifying headings.
Overall: The English is understandable and the section communicates the scientific findings, but editing for grammar, clarity, and conciseness is recommended to meet standards for scholarly publications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses an important topic in sustainable agriculture, evaluating organic modules with beneficial microorganisms for blackgram (Vigna mungo L. Hepper) and greengram (Vigna radiata L. Wilczek). The study is well-structured, and the results on yield improvement, disease and pest management, and soil health are valuable for the scientific community.
The conclusions are consistent with the data and appropriately emphasize the long-term benefits of organic farming, including ecosystem productivity, climate resilience, and reduced pesticide use. I strongly recommend revising the numbering of the subsections, as the current format (e.g., 3.1.1.1.1.1.1.1) is confusing and disrupts readability.
The manuscript could be further strengthened by including statistical analysis to validate the observed differences among treatments, increasing the number of recent references to contextualize the findings, and improving the clarity and conciseness of the language.
Overall, this study provides useful insights for researchers and practitioners in organic legume production and could contribute significantly to promoting sustainable farming practices.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No
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