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	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 investigates the effect of calcium chloride on rose, complemented by the effects of cytokinin and abscisic acid. A tea hybrid variety, Rhodos, was used in the research. The study was conducted in two flowering seasons, from August 2023 to November 2023 and from November 2023 to January 2024 at Redlands Roses PLC, Ruiru, Kiambu County. The study is important because cultivated roses are still a very important commercial unit of ornamental horticulture and if calcium chloride could be a solution, it could greatly help to make cultivation sustainable by providing better solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. 
	

	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 text and structure is fine, but I think it would be worth condensing it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I think it's absolutely fine - the authors read and incorporate up-to-date literature into the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	After the Literature Review, it may be worthwhile to formulate the hypothesis and objectives of the research in more concrete terms. This is currently not well formulated. 


	

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


	English is correct. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the results section, I do not see any comparison with other results of my own results. This should be corrected.

It would be worthwhile to include a photo of the rose or the experiment.
I suggest that the conclusions should not contain tables, but should summarise at a global level the implications for the future and where research should be done in the future, what the impact of this work could be for other researchers. 
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