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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.


	This experimental study presents a relevant investigation into the combined effects of growth regulators and organic formulations on seed quality. The findings identified treatment T11 as the most effective, with the following parameters:

· Germination rate: 85.67%

· Germination speed: 24.25

· Seedling length: 29.53 cm

· Dry weight: 123.77 mg

· Vigour Index I: 2529.13

· Vigour Index II: 10602.97

This research makes a significant contribution to advancing food security.
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	The abstract provides an accurate representation of the work carried out
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor, with well-articulated experiments grounded in clear and appropriate methodologies. This has yielded coherent results, which are effectively supported by a justified and insightful discussion.
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	Of the 22 references cited, only four date back more than two decades. These older sources are nonetheless highly relevant, as they provide foundational insights that help elucidate the subject under discussion
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