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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 addreses an important practical problem in horticultural sciences, namely the improvement of seed germination, vigour, and physiological quality in guava (Psidium guajava L.), a major tropical fruit crop. By systematically comparing multiple pre-sowing seed treatments on both fresh and aged seed lots, the study provides valuable insights into seed quality enhancement and nursery management. The inclusion of biochemical parameters such as enzyme activity and electrical conductivity strengthens the physiological interpretation of the results. Overall, the findings contribute useful, applicable knowledge for seed technologists, horticulturists, and nursery practitioners.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable but fee modification may be useful.
Suggestion: Influence of Pre-Sowing Treatments on Vigor and Biochemical Activity in Fresh and Aged Guava (Psidium guajav L.) Seeds.
	

	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 of this article is generally comprehensive and is well-structured. Minor improvements could be made by briefly indicating the experimental design and number of treatment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. All writing part including the experimental design, treatment structure, and statistical analysis are appropriate. Results obtained by authors are clearly presented and conclusion are well supported by data.
However, the method used to determine the statistical difference should be presented, specifying the statistical software used in the methodology. If done, authors should more clarify this part.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this manuscript are sufficient and very relevant. But, inclusion of a few more recent international references on seed ageing and biochemical activity would strengthen the discussion while authors presented high valuable results on biochemical activity
	

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


	Yes, the English quality is acceptable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and has clear practical implications. Minor improvements statistical method description and reference consistency for discussion on biochemical activity are suggested
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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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