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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides valuable insights into salinity tolerance mechanisms in fenugreek, a crop of growing agricultural and medicinal relevance. The study contributes useful physiological and biochemical benchmarks that can support breeding programs focused on stress resilience. Additionally, the comparative evaluation of genotypes under salinity stress offers practical implications for crop improvement under adverse environmental conditions. The findings strengthen the understanding of plant stress responses in saline environments.
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