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	The present article effectively addresses the variation in germination of Santalum album based on seed provenance, an important topic for producing high-quality seedlings. The methodology is well described regarding the use of a one-way ANOVA design, uniform laboratory conditions and bioregulator treatments adds credibility to the results.


The results are also in my opinion clearly presented and differences between sources are evident.The authors successfully relate their findings to existing literature, strengthening the interpretation and relevance of the conclusions.


I think there are also shorts points for improvement such as:

· The discussion could more clearly integrate practical implications for nurseries, breeding programs or seedling material selection.

· It would be useful to mention possible limitations of the study, such as the limited number of seeds or the absence of initial seed physiological quality analyses.

· Adding details about the exact conditions of the mother trees (age, site, stress factors) could strengthen the interpretation of the differences. 



The article clearly highlights the germination differences among with useful insights for seed selection and quality seedling production.
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