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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript evaluates the adaptability of Limonium sinuatum varieties under different planting densities in Southern Karnataka. It provides valuable insights into optimizing planting geometry for higher yield and quality. The findings are significant for horticulturists and floriculture researchers aiming to maximize productivity in similar agro-climatic regions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, 'THE PERFORMANCE OF LIMONIUM (Limonium sinuatum) VARIETIES IN SOUTHERN KARNATAKA UNDER DIFFERENT PLANTING DENSITIES,' is appropriate. It clearly reflects the content and scope 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 comprehensive and informative, summarizing key objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, a brief mention of the broader implications of the findings could further enhance its impact.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The manuscript is well-structured, with clear divisions between the introduction, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. No changes are necessary in the overall structure.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The study employs a robust experimental design (FRCBD) with clear statistical analyses and sufficient replications. The data is comprehensive, and the findings are logically presented and scientifically sound.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are recent and relevant. No additional references are required.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The article's language is clear and generally suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor grammatical corrections and better phrasing to enhance clarity. Strengthening the academic tone and ensuring consistency in technical terminology would improve its scholarly quality. Adding broader implications in the abstract would further elevate its impact
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