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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 work looks at how edible dyes affect vase life and flower quality in tuberose, which is a valuable cut flower but limited by its natural white color. Since consumer preference is strongly tied to appearance and longevity, the study is useful for growers and the floriculture trade. Using edible dyes also makes the approach safer and more eco-friendly compared to synthetic dyes. Overall, the study adds practical information that can help improve the market value of tuberose and similar cut flowers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the work.
	

	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 captures the main idea, but it could be clearer. The methods section is too detailed for an abstract, while the key finding that lower concentrations improved vase life and higher concentrations increased color intensity should be stated more directly. Shorter, cleaner sentences would also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The design (CRD with three replications) is suitable, and the results support the conclusions. Still, there are a few issues:

· There is a mismatch between treatment labels in the abstract and the methods. For example, T2 is described differently in each section and should be corrected.

· The statistical analysis is mentioned but not clearly presented. Tables would be stronger if they included letter groupings to show significant differences.

· The discussion is supported with references, but it sometimes lists citations without really connecting them to the findings.
	

	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 cover relevant work. A few entries are repeated and need editing for consistency. The formatting of journal titles and volumes should also be standardized.


	

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


	The paper is understandable but needs polishing. Common problems include:

· Grammar and word choice (“cutted” should be “cut”; “weightage” should be “measurement”).

· Long sentences that make ideas harder to follow.

· The introduction could be more concise, leaving out general statements about globalization and focusing instead on the research problem.

Adding images of tinted spikes would make the paper more engaging.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is relevant and provides useful findings for postharvest management of tuberose. To strengthen the manuscript, I suggest:

· Fixing treatment inconsistencies.

· Improving language and grammar throughout.

· Presenting statistical results more clearly.

· Adding a short section in the conclusion about practical implications for growers and the flower trade.
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