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	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 investigates the effects of different packaging materials and germplasm on the seed quality and longevity of bitter gourd over a 12-month storage period. The study is well-executed and highly relevant to agricultural productivity and genetic resource conservation, particularly for economically important and perishable cucurbits. The authors have employed a systematic approach, evaluating multiple physiological and biochemical parameters, which provides a comprehensive assessment of seed quality.


	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The Reference section is generally strong and appropriate. The authors must primarily address the missing citation for Perl et al. (1978) and verify the date for the ISTA rules (Anon., 2025) to ensure academic completeness and accuracy.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a strong command of academic writing. A final round of editing focused on conciseness, reducing passive voice, and streamlining repetitive sentence structures will significantly improve the readability and impact of the research findings.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The data is sound, and the conclusions are well-supported. The primary revision required is to streamline the Discussion section to eliminate the highly repetitive explanations concerning the effectiveness of the packaging materials, as outlined in section 2.3. The minor clarification needed in the Methods section regarding the 60% germination criterion should also be addressed.
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