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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a crucial aspect of saffron (Crocus sativus L.) cultivation by evaluating the sprouting behavior of corms under varying agronomic practices and environmental settings. Given the economic value of saffron and the challenges associated with its vegetative propagation, this study offers valuable insight into optimizing corm sprouting, which can benefit researchers, agronomists, and saffron growers alike. The findings can support strategic decisions for maximizing crop establishment and uniformity, especially under controlled production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the study.
	

	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 generally informative and outlines the objective, methodology, and key findings clearly. However, the language could be refined for better clarity. For example, “ambient (indoor room)” may be rephrased to “natural indoor environment” for clarity. Additionally, mention of the specific statistical method used could enhance the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is well-structured using a factorial randomized setup, and the statistical analysis is appropriately executed. The results are presented clearly, with logical interpretations supported by existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, covering both classical and recent studies, including articles published up to 2024. This reflects a good integration of foundational and current research in the discussion. No additional references are necessary at this point.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, the English language requires moderate editing for grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and scientific tone. Issues like incorrect tense usage, article placement, and punctuation need revision throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript would benefit from a professional language edit.

2. Figure captions should be more descriptive.

3. The conclusion could emphasize practical implications more strongly.
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