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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	General comments of  the Manuscript

1. Statistical Rigor:

· The statistical analysis, while generally appropriate, lacks a detailed discussion on the assumptions underlying the ANOVA and regression models. This omission may lead to questions about the robustness of the findings.

2. Visual Data Representation:

· The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of visual aids, such as graphs or tables, to summarize key results. This would enhance clarity and facilitate easier interpretation of the data.

3. Literature Review:

· The introduction does not provide an extensive review of existing literature related to seed moisture and weight loss. A broader context would help situate the study within the field and highlight its significance.

4. Recommendations for Practice:

· While the conclusion emphasizes the importance of moisture management, specific recommendations or best practices for farmers based on the findings are lacking. This would make the research more actionable and relevant.

5. Focus on Economic Analysis:

· The economic analysis, although valuable, could be expanded to include a discussion on the cost-benefit ratio of implementing moisture management strategies, providing a clearer picture of the potential financial implications for farmers.

6. Generalizability of Findings:

· The study focuses on specific crop varieties and may not account for the variability in other crops or regions. This limits the generalizability of the findings to broader agricultural contexts.

7. Potential Confounding Variables:

· The analysis does not address potential confounding variables that may affect seed weight and moisture content, such as storage duration, environmental conditions, and seed treatment methods. Acknowledging these factors would provide a more nuanced understanding of the results.

8. Discussion Depth:

· While the manuscript discusses biochemical mechanisms, a more thorough exploration of how these mechanisms influence the results could enhance the scientific rigor of the study.

Addressing these weaknesses would significantly strengthen the manuscript and its contributions to the field of agricultural science.
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