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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides valuable empirical evidence on how wood biochar can be used as a soil amendment within the high-stress context of coastal Bangladesh. The research quantifies a clear dose-response relationship, showing that wood biochar significantly influences vegetative growth of the crop. Further, this paper documents the failure to improve yield despite successful vegetative growth. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. 
Preliminary investigation of wood Biochar application doses on Cauliflower (Brassica oleracea Var Botrytis) grown in the Coastal Region. 
	

	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.


	No.
The abstract is well-written and accurately reflects the data presented in the results section. However, to provide a complete picture of the experimental constraints, the authors should include the number of plants per plot and specific feedstock (Meheguni wood) in the methodology summary. This will provide the necessary context for the reported lack of significant yield results. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable as a preliminary report, but it lacks the depth required for high-impact publication. It correctly identified that biochar promotes growth, but its small sample size and lack of chemical data make its conclusions regarding yield and salinity mitigation scientifically thin.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Several citations are from 2020 -2022, showing the references are up to date. 
	

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


	Acceptable with some Minor/Moderate revisions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology is currently incomplete as it lacks a justification for the selected biochar application rates. Without this justification, it is unclear if the 8 ton/ha dose failed to improve yield because it was too low to remediate the coastal soil or so high that it caused nutrient lock-up, hindering reproductive development. 
The small sample size of only six plants per plot is a major scientific limitation, and it lacks the statistical power to provide reliable results, especially when explaining why the biochar failed to improve crop yield while promoting vegetative growth. Increasing sample size to 12+ is needed to reduce individual variability.
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