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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 study provides useful data on how harvest maturity, seed treatments, and storage containers influence the storability of rice (ADT 54). The results have practical value for seed producers, farmers, and researchers working on seed longevity and hermetic storage technologies. The findings support low-cost strategies to maintain seed viability for 12 months under ambient conditions, which is important for seed supply systems and post-harvest management. The work contributes to the growing body of evidence on the benefits of polymer coatings and hermetic storage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable but somewhat long.

Optional shorter suggestion: “Effect of Seed Treatments and Hermetic Storage on Storability of Rice (ADT 54) Harvested at Different Maturity Stages”

	

	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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methods, and findings. Adding 1–2 key numerical results and stating ambient storage conditions (temperature/RH) would improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, but several methodological details require clarification:

· Exact combine harvester settings and sampling procedure

· Composition/source of seed treatments

· Ambient storage temperature and relative humidity

· Details on statistical analysis (ANOVA table, post-hoc test, presentation of transformed/back-transformed means)

· Figures should include error bars and clearer legends. With these corrections, the manuscript will be scientifically robust.
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	References are adequate and include several recent studies. Minor corrections to formatting and consistency are needed. Authors may also consider adding a few foundational references on seed longevity and hermetic storage.
1. Manish Kumar Vijay, Sushil Pandey, Chitra Devi Pandey and Yasin Jeshima (2015). Impact of drying methods on the seed quality of sorghum (Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench). African Journal of Agricultural Research, 10(16):1898-1903

2. Manish Kumar Vijay, Sushil Pandey and Chitra Devi Pandey (2015). Impact of drying methods, moisture content and Aging on seed protein profile of sorghum (Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench). Annals of biology , 31(2):215-219

3. Manish Kumar Vijay, Sushil Pandey and Chitra Devi Pandey (2014). Effect of seed moisture content and storage conditions on physiological and biochemical characteristics of sorghum seeds. Seed Research, 42(2):152-158
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English is generally acceptable for scholarly communication. Minor editing for grammar, clarity, and repetition is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A summary table of key values at 0 and 12 months would strengthen the presentation. Clarifying pathogen/insect assessment methods would also improve reproducibility.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript does not appear to present any immediate ethical concerns. However, if the study involves the collection of plant material from the wild, it is important to mention whether any permissions were obtained from relevant authorities or if the plant material was sourced ethically. If applicable, the authors should include information about compliance with ethical guidelines for plant collection and propagation.
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