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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 contributes valuable insights into the application of nano urea in rose cultivation, particularly for the cv. Gladiator variety. The study aligns with the growing emphasis on nanotechnology in horticulture, offering an alternative to conventional fertilizers that could minimize environmental impacts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly conveys the study's main focus.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study. It is written very well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with a well-structured methodology, appropriate statistical analysis and logical interpretation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant and recent references, covering nanotechnology in fertilizers and its applications in various crops. However, the inclusion of more studies on nano urea in roses or ornamental plants would enhance the literature review
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures or graphical summaries could improve readability.

The discussion section could be expanded by comparing findings with similar studies on ornamental plants.
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