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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 highlights how magnetic field orientation affects early growth in magnetoprimed Brassica rapa, providing new insights into physical seed priming techniques. The findings advance understanding of seed germination dynamics and offer practical implications for improving crop growth. By demonstrating measurable effects of magnetopriming, this work paves the way for similar studies in other crops and supports the development of innovative, sustainable agricultural practices
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 mostly comprehensive but needs improvements. Add: number of seeds, replicates, growth conditions, and details of microscopic assessments. Clarify results with p-values and trends, and briefly mention possible mechanisms and practical significance. Delete redundant words and break long, confusing sentences for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct: the experimental design, use of controls, exposure to magnetic fields, and measurement of germination and early growth are appropriate. Statistical analysis with ANOVA and Tukey’s test is suitable.
However, there are minor concerns:
The physiological mechanisms behind the observed effects are not discussed, making interpretation incomplete.
Methodological details (number of seeds, replicates, growth conditions, microscopic parameters) are insufficient for full reproducibility.
Some wording in results is not clear.
Overall, the study is scientifically valid but needs more detail and clarity to fully meet scientific rigor.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
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