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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 covers an important and growing field in agriculture—using nanotechnology to improve seeds and help crops grow better. 

It summarizes recent developments like nano-priming, biosensors, and special seed packaging, giving useful information for researchers working to increase crop yields and help plants handle stress. 

The review shows how these technologies could support food security and promote farming that’s better for the environment. 

Overall, it’s a helpful guide for scientists interested in how nanotechnology can improve sustainable farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes title is precise and perfect and I don’t fill there is any need to change 
	

	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 repeats some information and is mainly descriptive, without giving enough specific details or examples. It would benefit from adding more context, such as which crops are involved, what challenges exist in using nanotechnology, and a clearer conclusion or future outlook to help readers understand the importance and direction of the research
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly current and relevant, which is great. To make the review even better, it would be helpful to include some key studies about the safety, environmental impact, and regulations of nanoparticles. This would give a more balanced and complete view.
	

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


	The article has some grammar mistakes and awkward sentences. Words like ‘Nano priming’ are written in different ways. Some parts repeat or use too many words, which makes it harder to read. There are also small problems with punctuation and spacing. The writing could be clearer and easier to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has good potential but needs some important improvements before publication. The conclusion is well-written but could be more futuristic. Requires additional detail and refinement to meet the journal's standards.
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