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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of floriculture, post-harvest technology, and ornamental horticulture. It provides a comprehensive evaluation of various desiccants and their effects on the drying efficiency, visual quality, and biochemical properties of carnation flowers, a widely cultivated ornamental species. The findings contribute to optimizing flower dehydration techniques, which is crucial for enhancing the shelf life, aesthetic value, and marketability of dry flowers. Moreover, the study offers valuable insights into low-cost and effective preservation methods, supporting sustainable practices and expanding opportunities for small-scale flower producers and exporters.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a horticultural study, especially one focused on the post-harvest processing of ornamental flowers.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	The experiment is well-structured using a Randomized Block Design with replication, which strengthens the reliability of the findings. The comparison of six drying methods, including a control, provides a comprehensive understanding of their effects on flower quality.
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