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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 provides much-needed information on the association of organic seed treatments on early growth and vigor of rice, an important crop in the world's food security. By comparing several natural formulations, it brings down to earth some evidence that can be used to guide farmers, seed producers, and researchers looking for low-cost and sustainable substitutes for chemical seed treatments. The study is also adding valuable data to the growing field of organic seed technology in which information, particularly for rice, is considered limited. Its results will potentially help influence future research about eco-friendly methods of priming seeds, which contributes to larger efforts towards sustainable and chemical-reduced forms of agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, is clear and descriptive but might be improved with an attempt to more clearly emphasize the comparative nature of this study and the use of multiple organic formulations.
“Influence of Selected Organic Priming Agents on Germination and Early Seedling Growth of Rice”
	

	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 usually clear and a good summary of the experiment and what treatments they used, main finding and general conclusion of the experiment. It was successful in identifying which organic formulations performed best to come up with a summarizing the comparative results for the two rice varieties. However, a few refinements may make it even stronger.

Suggested improvements:

1. The abstract is pretty long and can be shortened by eliminating less important background information. A shorter version would make the important findings stand out better.

2. Your Lab/Annotated Variables Consider adding a small statement on the experimental design (e.g. number of treatments, use of two varieties) to add clarity to the structure.

3. The conclusion section of the abstract could well be enhanced with the implication for sustainable or organic agriculture, in general, rather than Panchakavya performance only.

4. You may also write a little bit about the statistical significance of the results as this is the factor that makes the results stronger from a scientific reliability perspective.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None
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