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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 provides a comprehensive review of coriander (Coriandrum sativum L.), covering its agronomic, economic, biotechnological, and post-harvest aspects, making it a valuable resource for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers. By integrating traditional knowledge with modern biotechnological approaches, this work contributes significantly to enhancing coriander productivity, quality, and resilience, benefiting the scientific community and agricultural stakeholders worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title of the article is suitable but I suggest an alternative “Trends, Innovations, and Sustainable Practices in Coriander Production: A Global Perspective”
	

	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.


	Abstract covers every aspect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the provided content but there is need to incorporate the post-harvest techniques used in this crop.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are some areas that could benefit from refinement to enhance clarity, conciseness, and grammatical precision.Break long sentences into shorter, clearer statements. Use active voice where possible (e.g., "Researchers have demonstrated..." instead of "It has been demonstrated...").
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