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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	In this research work, an investigation was conducted to inspect the potency of nutrient-doped carbon nanodot (CND) treatments prepared for chilli seeds. Different parameters were well analysed to compare the effectiveness of seventeen different nutrient-doped carbon nanodot (CND) treatments. Primarily, the experiment demonstrated that the nutrient-doped CND seed treatments offered improved seed quality, promoting healthier seedling growth in chilli compared to the control. Among all the treatments, iron and manganese-doped CNDs were found to be the most effective. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper may be acceptable.
	

	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 of the paper is according to the fundamental components of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodologies employed in this study are scientifically correct.
Please transfer the statistical analysis (Analysis of variance) portion at the end of the Methodology. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of references are old. Authors are requested to use those citations from recent work if possible.
	

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


	The language of the article is simple and suitable for scientific scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend that the manuscript is suitable for publication. 
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