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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript entitled “Enhancing Germination in Recalcitrant Jamun Seeds Through Post-Harvest Treatments and Cold Storage” addresses an important and practical issue related to the conservation and propagation of recalcitrant seeds of Syzygium cumini. The topic is relevant for nursery management and germplasm conservation, and the factorial experimental design (FCRD) is appropriate for the stated objectives.


In my opinion: 

· The study tackles a significant limitation of recalcitrant seeds—short storage life.

· The factorial design (storage condition × container treatment × storage duration) is well structured.

· Results clearly demonstrate that cold storage (5°C), particularly combined with carbendazim or Trichoderma harzianum, significantly prolongs seed viability up to 90 days.


Recommendations

· The manuscript requires substantial English language editing. Several sentences are grammatically incorrect or repetitive, and some paragraphs lack clarity.

· There are duplicated citations in the reference list, for example:

· Batista et al. (2021) appears twice with very similar titles and identical journal details (Seed Science and Technology, 49(1), 87–99).

· Berjak & Pammenter (2020) is listed twice with nearly identical titles in Seed Science Research, 30(1), 1–10.
These should be carefully checked and consolidated.

The discussion is largely descriptive. It should better integrate physiological mechanisms (oxidative stress, membrane stability, metabolic regulation) with the presented data rather than repeating numerical trends.

The conclusion section should be more concise and directly linked to the study objectives and practical implications.

The manuscript has scientific merit and practical value; however, it requires some revision (language correction and structural refinement) before it can be considered for publication. After addressing the above concerns, the paper may be suitable for acceptance.
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