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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 provides a well-structured and in-depth examination of the ethical and environmental dimensions of seed technology. In the context of global concerns around food security, biodiversity loss, and corporate control of agriculture, the article contributes to scholarly and policy discussions. The integration of international treaties and national frameworks gives the study a comprehensive global relevance. It adds substantial value to ongoing academic dialogues concerning sustainable agricultural development and bioethics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the dual focus on ethical and environmental implications within the field of seed technology.
	

	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 and informative. However, it could be improved by:

· Including the methodological approach, if applicable.

· Presenting key findings or conclusions more clearly.

· Slightly reducing redundancy (e.g., repeating the phrase “ethical and environmental considerations”).

Suggestion: Add a sentence like “This study employs a qualitative analytical approach to synthesize perspectives from international treaties, national regulations, and scholarly literature.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and well-cited. It appropriately integrates data, regulatory references, and expert commentary. However, adding real-world case studies (e.g., the Monsanto case, Golden Rice, or Bt cotton) could make the arguments more compelling and relatable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include recent (up to 2021) and foundational sources. The citation style is consistent and academic. However, 2–3 more recent articles (2022–2024) related to seed sovereignty or CRISPR-based seed technology could enhance the manuscript’s relevance.

Suggestion: Consider citing new FAO or WHO reports related to GMOs and climate-resilient seeds.


	

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


	The manuscript is well-written, with scholarly tone and clarity. There are a few long sentences that could be simplified for better readability. Minor grammatical revisions are recommended, but no major rewriting is necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The structure of the paper is logical and methodical.

· The inclusion of treaties and protocols makes the manuscript policy-relevant.

· Subheadings like “Monitoring and Enforcement” and “Balancing Ethical and Environmental Concerns” are strong points.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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