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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.


	The manuscript contributes valuable insights to the relationship of agrometeorological indices and the phenology African Marigold. Understanding how temperature, rainfall, humidity and other climatic variable that influences growth stage that provide essential information for optimizing cultivation practices under changing climate conditions. This findings will assist researchers, horticulturist and policy makers in developing climate-resilient strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should reflect the unique aspect of the research. Consider specifying the study region, innovative analytical approach.
	

	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 clear and concise. Please include a brief mention of correlation analysis as the statistical method used to strengthen the methodological clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. Comment as follows:

1. The manuscript contains too many sections, which makes it somewhat difficult to follow the flow of ideas. It is recommended to reorganize the structure by combining related sections and using clear headers or numbered subsections to improve readability and logical progression.
2. The formatting for example Table 7 (GDD and crop phenology in KAU-M2) needs improvement for clarity and consistency. Ensure that the table and image is properly aligned, with uniform font size and clear column headings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references cited in the manuscript is insufficient to support the research context and discussion. It is recommended to include more recent and relevant studies, particularly from the last five years, to strengthen the scientific foundation and demonstrate awareness of current research in this field.
	

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


	I am not very confident in assessing the English quality. However, I recommend that the manuscript be proofread by a professional editor or a native English speaker to ensure clarity and suitability for scholarly communication.
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