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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Since the purpose and objective of the study are unclear. There are no significant problems with pumpkin seed germination under normal conditions. Therefore, it is unclear why the researcher felt the need to conduct this study. This study could have been conducted to increase germination under cold conditions, or to germinate seeds under heat or saline stress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since the applications used in the study were only applied during the seed germination period, the study does not cover the seedling period. Therefore, the study can be changed both in content and title to "…..the effect of applications on seed germination."
	

	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.


	Since there is no information about the practices carried out during the seedling period—whether the same solution was applied again, if anything was applied, or which fertilizer was used to feed theplants—this study does not cover this section. Therefore, this section can be omitted.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References can be given by citing the measurements and observations taken and the articles in the introduction and discussion sections.
	

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


	-
	

	Optional/General comments


	When considered as a whole, the study has major problems. I can list these as follows:

First, what was the author's purpose in conducting this study? Do the seeds have difficulty germinating due to low temperatures? Or, are they being cultivated in high temperatures or salty conditions, which is why the study was conducted? Apart from these questions, there are no major problems with seed germination.

Since environmental temperatures were not provided, the relationship between temperature and seed germination could not be established. Therefore, it is believed that accurate results were not contributed to the literature.

What studies were the 6% samples referenced from? Why was 6% used directly? Additional concentrations could have been tested (4%, 5%, 6%, etc.).

As understood from the article, applications were only made to the seeds. No further applications were made to the seedlings afterward. How were the seedlings grown? Were these solutions reapplied to the seedlings later? What plant nutrition applications did you perform? At what stage were the seedlings when the experiment was terminated? I believe the solutions applied initially did not significantly increase in effectiveness after seed germination. Therefore, in this study, you could have only investigated the status of seed germination after the applications were made. Ideally, you would have applied the same solutions with irrigation water during the seedling stage to establish a connection with the measurements and observations taken during that stage. I could not establish a strong connection between germination and the seedling stage in this study.
I can confirm that the number of seeds planted for the study was very low. I also think that sampling with 10 seedlings in the subsequent measurements and observations was insufficient, and that more seedlings should have been used. Ten seedlings do not adequately represent the study population.

Analysing the nutrient elements contained in the solutions used in the application would further validate and support the study.

What criteria did you use to consider the seeds germinated? For example, were seeds with a 2 mm radicle considered germinated?

You can cite previous academic studies as references for your measurements and observations.

What does the 10% solution mentioned in the discussion section refer to?
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