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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
	
	Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments
	
	

	
	
	are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	
	

	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.
	Present investigation was so promising, because the studies relate with the effect of nanoparticle on seed viability was very helpful for many commercially important crops by adjusting their
viability related issues. The mechanism of nanoparticle action was more specific compared to other conventional methods. Hence this manuscript is impressive
	

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

Eg: The effect of Silver nanoparticle on seed dormancy in
Sponge Gourd (Luffa cylindrica L.)
	







	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.
	Abstract session is comprehensive, though need some
clarifications
Please mention the days after sowing for seedling data
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically correct but need some clarifications

Abstract
1.    Clarification regarding the gathering of seedling data
2.    Possible explanation of nanoparticle effectiveness
Introduction
1.	Better to avoid the secondary data of plant description and reproductive biology of species
2.    Try to focus more on seed aspects
3.	Lack of supporting reference on seed dormancy results in species
4.	Some portions in introduction are more fit on discussion part, please try to rearrange
Materials and Methods
1.    Please arrange the methods as per your work order
2.    Mention the details of seedlings data collection
3.    Try to add the tool used for statistical analysis
Result and Discussion
1.    Better to split both session as separate
2.    Discussion part has to strengthen with suitable references
3.	Effectiveness of nanoparticle application was not satisfactorly justified with supporting references
4.    Better to add standard error/deviation bar in graphs
Conclusion
1.    Could have been more comprehensive
References
1.    Try to add more recent references
2.    Please check the reference format
	

	Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
	Could have been add more references , especially in discussion
session
	







	references, please mention them
in the review form.
	Chaodumrikul  et al., 2016

(Lack of Seed dormancy related articles)
	

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

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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