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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 presents essential findings on the physiological characteristics of Gymnema sylvestre seeds, a medicinal plant of significant value. The study explores essential traits such as viability, water imbibition behaviour, dormancy status, desiccation tolerance, and storability, areas that are crucial for optimising large-scale propagation and ex-situ conservation strategies. Given the growing demand for herbal products and the endangered status of many medicinal species, this work makes a significant contribution to sustainable agriculture and the conservation of medicinal plants. The study is scientifically sound and methodologically robust.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 is comprehensive and provides a clear summary of the study objectives, methods, and key findings. However, simplifying some technical phrases would improve clarity for a broader scientific audience. Consider reducing repetition (for example, repeated mention of 100% viability) and ending with a concise statement on practical relevance
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate, statistical analyses are correctly applied, and the data support the conclusions. The methods are thorough, and the results are clearly interpreted. Minor clarifications regarding unrelated species names (e.g., H. pubescens, W. tinctoria) are advised.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are appropriate, relevant, and include both classical and recent literature up to 2023. However, standardization of formatting across all references is recommended. No additional references are necessary at this time.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally well-written, but some sections, especially the Introduction and Methodology, could be made more concise and simplified for clarity. Minor grammatical revisions and sentence restructuring are recommended to enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and relevant study that supports the conservation and propagation of an important medicinal plant. Simplifying certain technical descriptions, improving consistency in figures/tables, and adjusting language will increase the manuscript’s impact and accessibility.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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