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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it contributes valuable insights into the role of polythene mulching in improving the growth, flowering, and yield performance of tuberose (Polianthes tuberosa L.), an economically important ornamental crop. The study provides region-specific evidence from the subtropical zone of West Bengal, highlighting how mulching can enhance soil moisture conservation, nutrient uptake, and flower quality while reducing weed pressure and input costs. These findings offer practical guidance for sustainable floricultural practices and have potential applications in other bulbous ornamental crops. Additionally, the research strengthens the understanding of microclimatic modification through mulching, which can inform future studies on crop management under changing climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“EFFECT OF POLYTHENE MULCHING ON GROWTH AND FLOWERING OF DIFFERENT VARIETIES OF TUBEROSE (Polianthes tuberosa L) IN SUBTROPICAL ZONE OF WEST BENGAL”
is generally clear and informative, but it could be made more concise and scientifically polished.
Alternative Titles Suggested:

1. “Effect of Silver-Coated Polythene Mulching on Growth and Flowering of Tuberose (Polianthes tuberosa L.) under Subtropical Conditions of West Bengal”


2. “Influence of Plastic Mulching on Vegetative Growth and Flowering Performance of Tuberose Varieties in Subtropical West Bengal”


	

	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.


	· Include mean values (with units) rather than multiple percentage comparisons for better readability.

· Divide the abstract logically into 3 parts: (i) background/objective, (ii) methods, (iii) key results and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction

· The introduction contains repetitive sentences. It should progress from general context → specific problem → knowledge gap → objective.

· Some references are descriptive rather than analytical (e.g., “Bohra et al., 2015 said…”  should be “Bohra et al. (2015) reported that…”).

· Explicitly state what previous studies did not address (e.g., lack of comparative analysis among tuberose varieties under subtropical West Bengal conditions).

· Move the experimental objective to the end in one clear sentence:
“The present study aims to assess the effect of silver-coated black polythene mulching on growth, flowering, and yield performance of four tuberose varieties under subtropical conditions of West Bengal.”
Materials and Methods

· Include temperature, rainfall, and soil type of the site.

· Specify instruments or methods used for measuring vegetative parameters (e.g., “Leaf area measured using LI-3100C leaf area meter”).

· Indicate software used (e.g., SPSS, R, or SAS) and specify confidence levels.

· Ensure consistency (e.g., “cm²” instead of “sq.cm,” “g flower⁻¹” instead of “gm”).

Results and Discussion

Table 1 – Vegetative Growth:

· Data presentation is clear and includes standard errors and CD (5%).

· However, there’s redundancy in describing every numerical trend in the text. Summarize trends instead of restating all table values.

· Replace “sq.cm” with “cm²” and use uniform decimal places.

Table 2 & 3 – Flowering Behavior and Vase Life:

· Some variables lack clarity in labeling (e.g., “Floret Weight/spike” should be “Total floret weight per spike”).

· Add compact letter displays (e.g., a, b, c) to show statistical groupings for easier interpretation.

Figure 1 & 2 – Spike length and Yield:

· Visual representation is mentioned but not properly embedded or captioned.

· Reproduce figures with titles, axis labels, units, and legends.
Example: “Fig. 1. Effect of silver-coated black polythene mulch on spike length of four tuberose varieties.”
Table 4 – Leaf and Soil NPK Content:

· Data are valuable but too complex for a single table. Split into two (i) leaf nutrient content, (ii) soil nutrient content, and discuss separately.

Discussion Quality:

· Integrate more mechanistic explanations: how mulching affects microclimate, photosynthesis, or nutrient dynamics.

· Include economic interpretation: mention if the yield increase offsets the cost of mulching.

· Avoid listing too many references at once; instead, synthesize findings logically.

Conclusion

· Make it more concise and impactful; avoid repetition of results.

· Highlight practical implications (e.g., “Silver-coated black polythene mulch can be recommended for commercial tuberose growers to enhance yield and flower quality while reducing weed management costs.”)

· Add limitations and future scope, e.g., “Further research on cost-benefit analysis and environmental sustainability of plastic mulches is suggested.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many of the core references about tuberose + mulching (especially region-specific ones) are somewhat dated (2010s). Given how much agronomic research advances, newer studies should be included.
· Ensure uniform citation style (some journal names italicized, others not).

· Include DOIs or URLs where possible.
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript’s English language quality is understandable but not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The scientific content is clear, but the writing style, sentence structure, and consistency need moderate to substantial editing for precision, readability, and professional tone.
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