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	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 makes a practical and applicable contribution to the field of agronomic sciences, highlighting the effects of hormonal treatments (GA₃ and IAA) on seed quality and seedling vigor of green beans (Phaseolus vulgaris). The results obtained may be useful in optimizing pre-sowing treatments, contributing to better emergence and initial development of crops, without genetic interventions or expensive technologies. The study is relevant for farmers, researchers and seed technology specialists, offering simple and effective solutions for increasing yield. It also opens new research directions regarding the use of growth regulators in other legume species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is generally comprehensive and includes the main components expected in a scientific abstract: the aim, methodology, key results, and a conclusion.

However, there is room for improvement to enhance clarity and make it more concise and impactful.
Refine methodological details:
Mentioning "glass plate method with minor modification" may be unnecessary for the abstract. Instead, generalize.
Suggested:
"Seeds were soaked in aqueous solutions of the regulators for three hours and tested under controlled conditions."
 The abstract includes too many numerical details, which may overwhelm readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and methodologically sound.
Minor Observations:

Some terms and units could be formatted more consistently (e.g., spacing around “ppm” or consistent decimal precision).

s
A few sentences in the results section are long and could benefit from clearer segmentation or rephrasing for better readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but can be strengthened by including a few more recent and field-oriented studies to enrich the context and relevance of the research.
	

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


	The quality of the article's language is generally understandable, but requires moderate revision to meet academic communication standards.
· A thorough language edit by a native English speaker or professional editing service is recommended.

· Simplify long sentences, standardize terminology, and improve sentence transitions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the experimental data are well presented, the statistical analysis could be expanded to strengthen the validity of the conclusions. In addition to SEm and CD values ​​(p<0.05), it would be useful to include additional statistical tests (such as detailed ANOVA, multiple comparisons between treatments – e.g. Tukey test) to more clearly highlight significant differences between groups. Also, the integration of additional graphs or correlation analyses between parameters (e.g. between germination and vigor indices) could add depth to the interpretation of the results.

This addition would provide a more rigorous perspective on the effect of hormonal treatments and would increase the scientific impact of the study.
The paper presents a topical and relevant topic in the field of seed technology, providing useful experimental results on the influence of hormonal treatments on bean seed quality. However, to strengthen the scientific validity of the conclusions, a more detailed statistical analysis is necessary, including additional tests (such as ANOVA with multiple comparisons or correlation analyses between variables). Also, the English writing requires improvements for clarity and academic coherence, and completing the bibliography with recent studies would bring more depth to the paper. In this context, the manuscript falls into the "Major Revision" category, with a substantial revision recommended before it can be considered for publication.
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