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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.


	Marigold is a widely used flower for multiple purposes. It possesses great aesthetic value around the garden of a household. In addition to what the author has mentioned, it is also grown for attracting insects from crop damage as part of IPM approach in a orchard.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Looks fine though it starting with climatic controls has specified temperature and rainfall as the only two climatic parameters in research.
	

	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.


	Under abstract, a line starting with a general introduction on marigold, its characteristics and uses would be great.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Looks fine but the rainfall parameter portrait seems a bit weak than temperature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references would have been great to have a little bit more that what the author has mentioned. Having only 7 references is not very ideal in scientific research in a peer reviewed paper. It indicates a limited literature review or a lack of support for the claims made in the paper while a greater number of references would demonstrate the depth of research and support the findings. 
	

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


	This is fine to our part of the world.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The charts, bar diagrams and table are placed after conclusion in the paper. They are portrayed after discussion does not even follow the result and discussion. I would ideally suggest them incorporated as part of the result and discussion to follow the discussion with charts/bar diagrams.
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