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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 is important for the scientific community as it consolidates and critically evaluates current knowledge on the role of seaweed extracts in mitigating multiple abiotic stresses in crops. By highlighting biochemical and physiological mechanisms, as well as practical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Modify the titile as “Seaweed Extracts as Biostimulants for Abiotic Stress Mitigation in Crops: A Comprehensive Review”
	

	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 comprehensive and covers the major elements. However, it is slightly dense and lengthy, with long sentences that may reduce clarity. Break up long sentences into shorter, clearer statements for easier readability. Write unique about this review, future prospects and highlighting research gaps
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound as it accurately describes key mechanisms through which seaweed extracts (SWEs) help plants tolerate abiotic stresses, including hormonal cross-talk, antioxidant activation, osmolyte accumulation, ion homeostasis, membrane stability, photosynthetic protection, and induction of secondary metabolites. However, some statements are presented too definitively and should be qualified, since many results come from controlled conditions and may not always translate to field settings. For greater rigor, the review should highlight inconsistent or null findings, quantify effects where possible, and include schematic figures or summary tables mapping SWE components to stress responses across different crops and stresses. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References appear sparse and not fully up to date, which suggests either incomplete formatting or limited coverage. In particular, more recent reviews and experimental reports (2020–2024) need to be cited to demonstrate that the article reflects the current state of knowledge.
	

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


	he language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable but it is somewhere containing long sentence. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic, given the increasing importance of sustainable strategies for improving crop resilience under climate change. However, the paper would benefit from clearer articulation of its novelty, more critical analysis rather than descriptive reporting, and inclusion of recent references (2020–2024) to ensure currency. The abstract should be shortened and balanced by briefly mentioning limitations and research gaps. 
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