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	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 addresses an important and practical aspect of sustainable rice production: optimizing seed priming with wood vinegar to enhance germination, seedling vigor, and chlorophyll content. The study is relevant for regions facing resource constraints and environmental stress, as it proposes a low-cost, eco-friendly biostimulant-based approach. The findings can be directly applied by rice growers and seed technologists to improve crop establishment and early growth, particularly in smallholder systems. The results also add valuable knowledge to the literature on organic seed treatments, bridging laboratory experiments with potential field applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No change is needed.


	

	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 is generally comprehensive, presenting the background, objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be strengthened by adding explicit numerical results for more traits (e.g., shoot/root length, chlorophyll content) to provide a sharper quantitative summary. The conclusion in the abstract could also briefly emphasize the practical implications for farmers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with an appropriate experimental design (factorial CRD), sufficient replications, and relevant statistical analysis. Data presentation is clear, and the results logically support the conclusions. Minor improvements are needed to correct typographical errors, standardize units, and streamline some repetitive sections for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and recent, with many citations from 2018–2024. Some older but important studies are also appropriately included. No urgent additions are required, though adding one or two more recent works on wood vinegar seed priming in cereals would further strengthen the literature context.
	

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


	The English is generally good but would benefit from minor editing to improve sentence flow, grammar consistency, and formatting (spacing between numbers and units, punctuation corrections).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables should be reformatted for uniform style and better readability.

· The discussion section could be slightly condensed to remove redundancies.

· Consider adding a schematic diagram summarizing the treatments and main findings for visual clarity.

· Briefly mention study limitations and possible future field validation.
Minor Revision – The manuscript is scientifically robust and relevant but requires minor improvements in language clarity, formatting, and quantitative detail in the abstract.
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