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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.


	The article presents an experimental study evaluating the salt tolerance of six new Biofortified bean varieties and one control non- Biofortified variety. The study aims to improve food security in South Africa, which makes it relevant and useful. The study can be described as a ‘purely conducted experiment,’ reliable and statistically sound in its methodology, with three repetitions. 

In the experiment, during bean seed germination, soil salinity was maintained at EC levels of 0.2, 5.1, 9.8, and 14.2 dS/m. It was found that salt stress significantly impairs seed germination and seedling growth in both Biofortified and non- Biofortified bean varieties, which can lead to reduced yields. The study identified three bio fortified bean varieties that are most resistant to salinization. The authors provide recommendations for the placement of varieties in Tanzania and southern Africa and indicate that, under such conditions, enhanced agronomic measures are necessary. The study is useful and has been carried out to a high standard. 
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	The title of the article corresponds to the material presented in the article.
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	The abstract corresponds to the content of the work.
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	Yes, the manuscript is correct. 
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	The references are quite correct.
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	The study has a clear objective and has been carried out very correctly. However, it will be necessary to clarify the chemical composition of the salts in the area and possibly make adjustments in further studies. The article is noteworthy.
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