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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.
	The manuscript addresses a practical and context-relevant agronomic problem: improving germination and early seedling growth of chilli using inorganic priming agents. Such work can directly increase the production and productivity of chilli. Since these nanoparticles are expensive and not reachable to smallholder farmers, these nanoparticles will be helpful for large producer farmers only.
	

	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 well written although some correction can be done for best result.  You have mentioned that increasing population decline the production of chilli but how can this be the reason for the decline? If this is the reason then how nanoparticles be the solution to this problem? You should focus on core reason for the decline. You haven’t mentioned the numerical result in the abstract. For example, add germination percentage value in bracket. You have stated the result in overall instead you should have stated with specific nanoparticle like AgNo3 @40 ppm can be used for best result.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design (RCBD with three replications) is appropriate, and the statistical analysis is generally sound. However, justification for selection of specific concentration of nanoparticles is missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant sources but also contains formatting inconsistencies. Please ensure all references follow the journal style, include DOIs where applicable, and prioritize recent literature.
	

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


	No. The manuscript requires substantial English language editing to improve clarity, conciseness, grammar, and scientific tone. Frequent repetitions and awkward phrasing should be eliminated. For examples, treatment number like T0, T1, etc should be subscripted like T0, T1, etc.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Materials and Method section also need correction. Exact method of application of nanoparticles is not given. Have you primed the seed or you applied the chemical as foliar spary? This manuscript needs some minor revison like, improvision of abstract, methods, and grammatical error like spelling error and spacing. The manuscript can be accepted after improvision of area mentioned as review.
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