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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 study is quite important because it evaluates 34 exotic African marigold hybrids under the specific growing conditions of South Gujarat. In today’s time, selecting the right variety that suits the local climate is essential for getting better yield and improving farm profitability. The findings clearly highlight which hybrids, like ‘Yellow#0068’, are most promising for this region. This kind of work is really useful for farmers, researchers, and seed companies who are looking for reliable options in floriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No change needed.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and gives a clear overview of the study's aim, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows a clear and logical structure with well-defined objectives, a sound experimental design (Randomized Complete Block Design with replication), and appropriate statistical analysis. The methodology is standard and clearly described, allowing for reproducibility. The results are presented in detail, supported by tables and comparisons, and are discussed with relevant references to past studies. Overall, the study is methodologically strong and scientifically valid for publication with only minor revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. (No additional references are required at this stage.)
	

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


	a minor revision is recommended for improved clarity and readability.
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