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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 review article, by addressing the role of seaweed extracts in mitigating abiotic stresses, covers a practical topic. Its importance lies in compiling extensive scientific evidence while suggesting pathways for practical applications in sustainable agriculture, making it a valuable reference for researchers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 overly long; it should be summarized to highlight the main points
Abstract is scattered. Please organize it according to the priority of writing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs to be corrected
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	YEs
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract is overly long; it should be summarized to highlight the main points
Abstract is scattered. Please organize it according to the priority of writing. 

1.The introduction highlights the importance of seaweed extracts (SWEs), but it does not clearly define the research gap. It would strengthen the manuscript if the authors explicitly state what remains unanswered in previous reviews 2.The introduction mentions several mechanisms only briefly; it should indicate that the review will critically analyze and compare these mechanisms, not just list them
1. The section is largely descriptive. Instead of only listing compounds, it should provide more critical analysis—for example, highlighting how specific bioactives from different algal groups are linked to particular stress tolerance mechanisms

2. The section should more clearly connect species and extraction variability to their different effects on abiotic stress tolerance.
The section is informative but mainly descriptive. It could be strengthened by including more recent quantitative data


Like comment above


Most examples are descriptive, with limited critical analysis. It would be beneficial to include a summary table or figure that consolidates the effects of SWEs across crop species, stress types, application methods, and measured performance indicators

Please Provide practical evidence and quantitative analysis in this section.

It should be demonstrated how future research can address existing knowledge gaps, limitations, and practical challenges.

The conclusion is somewhat repetitive; including quantitative effects would strengthen the conclusion.
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