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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 provides critical, region-specific agronomic data essential for the diversification and sustainability of floriculture in the Konkan region of India. By systematically evaluating a diverse set of genotypes, it identifies high-yielding and economically viable cultivars like 'Arka Kanaka,' which can directly enhance farmer income and support local agricultural economies. Furthermore, the comprehensive assessment of vegetative, yield, and economic parameters establishes a valuable benchmark for future crop improvement and breeding programs aimed at developing stress-resistant and high-performance Crossandra varieties. The study thus serves as a significant bridge between academic research and practical, profitable horticulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but not optimal.
Arka Kanaka: A High-Yielding and Economically Viable Crossandra Genotype for the Konkan Region
	

	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.


	ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The science behind the study is sound, but the manuscript in its current state contains a critical error that must be fixed to be considered scientifically correct.
	

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

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


	Revise language and structure to improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive two-year evaluation of 15 Crossandra genotypes under the Konkan agroclimatic conditions. The study is well-structured, investigating a wide range of vegetative, yield, and economic parameters. The core scientific content is strong and valuable. However, significant presentational and technical flaws must be addressed before submission. The following items require correction:
-The introduction could be slightly more concise, with a sharper focus on justifying the need for this specific study in the Konkan region.

-Table 6 is entirely wrong it mistakenly repeats Table 5’s data and lacks actual yield metrics like florets per spike or flower weight; true data must replace it before submission.
-Table 1 contains a statistical typo: the CD value for 9 MAP (51.22) is implausibly high and likely should be ~1.52 to match other values and SEm.
-Inconsistent spelling of “Jalgaon” vs. “Jalgoan” must be standardized throughout the manuscript. Also, in the “Number of branches” section, genotype G~2~ is mislabeled as “Gavhe type 3” instead of the correct “Gavhe type 2.”

-The Discussion section lacks analytical depth it should move beyond citing prior studies and interpret why top-performing genotypes (e.g., Arka Kanaka) excel, linking traits like branching or flowering duration to possible genetic or physiological mechanisms. For instance, explain how Arka Kanaka’s architecture or hormonal regulation might promote branching, or how its photoperiod sensitivity extends flowering.

-Economic findings are merely reported; add a line connecting high flower yield directly to cost-efficiency, market volume, or profit margins to show practical relevance. This deeper interpretation will transform the discussion from descriptive to insightful, highlighting the study’s scientific and commercial value.

-Add soil type and trial-period climate data (temp, rainfall) to Methods for reproducibility. Move flower price (₹210/kg) into the “Economics” section or Table 7 footnote not below the table. This ensures transparency and lets others replicate or compare economic analyses. Small fixes, big impact on credibility and reuse.
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