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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.
	The study of the Influence of accelerated ageing on physiological parameters of Sorghum seed [Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench] is scientifically important because it affects seed biology, agriculture, food security, and genetic improvement. It contributes to agricultural sustainability by helping to conserve genetic resources, improve seed production, and adapt crops to environmental changes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article suitable

	

	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.


	A scientific abstract includes (1) Background/Introduction, (2) Objective(s) of the study (3) Methodology, (4) Main results and (5) Conclusion/Interpretation. This abstract lacks a conclusion. Please also indicate the quantity (number or mass) of semen used to carry out this study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	We have eighteen (18) references for an eight (8) page document. These references are relatively recent.

	

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


	Yes, the quality of the language and English of the article is suitable for scientific communications.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer’s comment
In the introduction, review citations with internet citations. Instead, indicate the author or acronym and year, and include the website in the bibliographic references.

Also, when referring to the text, mention "et al." in italics in the text and throughout the document.

In terms of methodology, explain the evaluation of parameters using mathematical formulas or methods from well-known authors and those mentioned.

In terms of results and discussion, please present and explain your results before any other comparisons with potential authors.

For statistical tables, please use the statistical ranks "a, b, c, ..." or "*" and not both at the same time in the same table.

In the reference list, please use "& or et or and" between the penultimate author and the last author and not all three at the same time in the same document.

The following reference, "Peng et al., 2011," is not included in the reference list.

Please mention the names of the journals in full and in italics.

Please decide whether or not to put the years in parentheses and not to use both models at the same time in the same document.
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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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