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	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.


	Relevance to the scientific community This paper is of great relevance to the academic and industrial sectors, by offering a wide and updated synthesis on the effects of different abiotic stresses related to changes in behavior of cut flowers physiology, biochemistry and postharvest quality—a field under-represented relative to food and other commodity crops. Through combining traditional agronomic practices with cutting-edge techniques including nanotechnology, microbial inoculants and genetic engineering, it connects basic research in plant stress biology to floricultural crop production. The publication is a useful resource for scientists seeking to increase stress tolerance and sustainability in ornamental crops within the context of climate change. It also represents a basis for future cross-disciplinary work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title “Abiotic Stress in Cut Flowers: Mechanisms, Effects and Management Strategies” clear and appropriate to reflect the main topic of this article .It represents the attention to both physiological mechanisms and alleviation strategies of abiotic stresses in cut flowers.
	

	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 very detailed and scientifically sound. With a concise mention of research lacunae and clearer focus on practical implications, it will be an excellent high-impact review paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, comprehensive, and reliable, requiring only minor editorial refinements to strengthen precision and analytical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive, current, and appropriate for a review article. Only minor adjustments (duplicate removal and optional addition of broader synthesis papers) are needed to make it fully optimized for publication.
	

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


	The English is scientifically appropriate, fluent, and understandable. With light professional proofreading to enhance sentence structure and coherence, the manuscript will fully meet international standards for academic publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are detected related to data use, authorship integrity, conflict of interest, or research conduct. 
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