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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 research addresses vital aspects of floriculture, specifically focusing on enhancing the post-harvest life and flowering attributes of roses, which are globally significant cut flowers. The findings hold considerable value for the scientific community by elucidating the roles of CaSO4 and salicylic acid in improving flower longevity and quality, thus contributing to sustainable practices and economic gains in the floriculture industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Effect of CaSO4 and Salicylic Acid on flowering and post-harvest life attributes of Rose cv. Pleasure grown under protected condition" is quite descriptive and appropriate.

However, for conciseness and impact, an alternative could be:  

"Enhancing Post-Harvest Life and Flower Quality of Rose cv. Pleasure Using CaSO4 and Salicylic Acid Under Protected Conditions" 


	

	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 is somewhat comprehensive, summarizing the experimental setup, treatments, and key findings. However, it could be improved by explicitly mentioning the main physiological and biochemical parameters studied and their significance. Including specific data or percentage improvements would strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology appears sound, employing appropriate experimental design, biochemical assays and statistical analysis. The rationale for choosing CaSO4 and salicylic acid is supported by existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References given in a good way, however many references are out dated, with some over a decade old. Incorporating more recent studies, especially those published after 2015, would strengthen the manuscript's credibility and show engagement with current research trends.
	

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


	The language, based on the provided sections, is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The sentences are mostly clear and professionally constructed.
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