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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.

	It is a review manuscript definitely with some inputs to the scientific world. The topic is very current that is climate mitigation by local resources and means. But the how climate change can be mitigated using that botanical is not exhaustive. There is no recommendation to the end. The manuscript is so bulky which is very difficult to get quick understanding by the readers. It is a review paper but most part seems original research. There are also unnecessary details and repetitions here and there which made the manuscript extremely bulky. 
	

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

	The title is fine but could have been better if it is rearranges as “ Phytobiotechnology Applications in mitigating climate change, enhance food security and overall environmental sustainability in less developed countries”
	

	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.

	Not as per the volume of the paper and the rational of the study. It needs some update. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs an intensive revision. This is because, there are lots of editorial issues, redundancies, irrelevant parts including the picture and figures. Facts and figures need references in most cases missed. To me the volume should not be greater than a maximum of 16 pages including the references. At the end there are no recommendations like further research areas, focus areas, policy support like standards of the botanicals, verifications, capacity building, and control mechanisms etc. The how part in climate mitigation is not well addressed. It is a review paper but seems an original paper. On page 12 the title is not clear. Page 20 there is a wrong statement which says crop rotation is not sustainable. But what I understand is so far crop rotation in addition to increasing yield, improve soil health and help climate change it has a very good impact on breaking pathogenic organism cycles including nematods. On page 23 the details could have been summarized in tables instead of narrations. Editorial issues are big challenges.  To me it needs regressive revision and update. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not to the volume of the manuscript. 
	

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

	Need some improvement
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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