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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.


	Yes, the current manuscript underscores the development of a suitable seed priming technique for successfully producing winter rice under cold or salinity stress. This will be vital for the scientific community, providing insights of rice production in the winter season.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, This is a good title but I have some suggestion if you find it suitable you may replace with this: “Improving winter rice establishment through seed priming”
	

	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.


	Abstract looks sound, I have a suggestion just add 1-2 lines about rice, highlighting the importance of rice. Then the abstract will look more perfect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this looks correct. I haven’t found anything that is scientifically incorrect.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent in the introduction and discussion parts, but in the materials and methods references are old, but I think in materials and methods section it is acceptable.
	

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


	Overall English quality looks like okay but at few stages of manuscript It needs improvement like “Four replications of a CRD were used in the investigation, incorporating two factors of three winter rice varieties” need to improve such sentences, not upto the mark. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Needs to improve sentences at different spots in the manuscript. Recheck and go through the whole manuscript and improve the sentences where required. 
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