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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.


	Seed priming techniques recently considered as an important technique to enhance seed germination, seedling growth and mitigating abiotic stresses. The research idea is important for adding more data and experimental facts about the advantages of seed priming and how it can mitigate the adverse effect of temperature which is one of the climate change factors affecting plants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes
	

	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.


	Adding more elaboration about how many triplicates for each treatment, paraphrasing the goal of the study with the first paragraph of the abstract to be more consistent.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many studies in the literature available in the priming field so I prefer to add more and most recent studies in the reference list because some references are old or beyond 10 years ago.
	

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


	It requires more linguistic revision. 
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	Second paragraph of introduction should have referenced. 
Third paragraph of introduction the reference is anonymous.

Research gap not well elaborated at the end of the introduction.

Materials and methods need more elaborations regarding the source of seeds and how many triplicates per treatment.

In the results should illustrates how the shoot length and seedling length measured “are the same”?

Photos for the germination and seedlings preferred.

“across the….” Repeated in all the sections of the results, it possible to use different terms rather than repeated many times.

In the results and discussion section, the author should elaborate why? Not just compare with other studies.
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