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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive review of modern technologies in floriculture, highlighting their role in enhancing efficiency, sustainability, and productivity. By analyzing advancements such as precision agriculture, greenhouse automation, genetic engineering, and e-commerce, the paper contributes valuable insights into the evolving landscape of floriculture. It also addresses the challenges of traditional practices and explores future research directions, making it a useful resource for researchers, policymakers, and industry professionals. Strengthening the clarity, depth, and structure of the manuscript will further enhance its impact and relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO,
Smart Floriculture: Emerging Technologies and Future Prospects
	

	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 of the article is not fully comprehensive as it lacks clarity in presenting the research objectives, key findings, and a concise summary of the results. I suggest including a clear statement of the research objectives early in the abstract to set the context. Additionally, the abstract should summarize the most significant findings and their implications in a precise manner. Any reasoning or justification for conducting the study, which currently seems misplaced in the abstract, should be removed and incorporated into the discussion section instead. This will ensure the abstract is focused, informative, and aligned with its purpose. Additionally, it is too brief and does not effectively summarize the key aspects of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript discusses important aspects of modern technology in floriculture; however, there are several areas that require revision to ensure scientific accuracy. The lack of proper statistical data, insufficient references, and unclear sentence structures affects the credibility of the review. Additionally, some graphs appear to be copied rather than generated from authentic sources. To improve scientific correctness, the paper should include accurate data from reliable sources such as FAO, ensure that arguments are well-supported by recent literature, and enhance the clarity and coherence of the content.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in this manuscript are relatively outdated. It is recommended to include more recent sources to ensure the relevance and accuracy of the information presented. Update the references with the latest studies, following the proper citation format.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally adequate for scholarly communication but the language quality of the manuscript needs significant improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. There are incomplete sentences, unclear phrasing, and a lack of coherence in several sections, which affect readability and comprehension. The writing should be more structured, grammatically correct, and academically precise. It is recommended to revise the manuscript for clarity, logical flow, and technical accuracy. Seeking professional language editing or proofreading may further enhance the quality of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript covers an important topic by reviewing modern technologies in floriculture; however, significant revisions are required to enhance its clarity, depth, and scientific rigor. The title should be more engaging, and the abstract needs better coherence to effectively summarize the study. The introduction lacks a clear comparison between traditional and modern floriculture, and the objectives should be explicitly stated. The use of statistical data from reliable sources like FAO is necessary, and more recent and relevant references should be included. Additionally, graphs should be original rather than copied, and citations must be properly formatted in alphabetical order (A to Z) with volume numbers highlighted. The future research section should be in paragraph form, and the conclusion needs better definition and summarization of key findings. Furthermore, the language and writing style need improvement to align with scholarly communication standards. A thorough revision, proper structuring, and proofreading are recommended to enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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