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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.


	This is an emerging area of interest. The study adds to current research on nitric oxide (NO) donors, particularly sodium nitroprusside (SNP), and their effects on plant growth and flowering. Given the economic value of California poppy, the study’s quantitative evaluation of SNP across multiple traits is relevant to floriculture and stress physiology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes – the title is suitable. It captures what the study is about. 
	

	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 Provides a complete summary of major results. Just a few suggestions: Start with a sentence highlighting SNP’s role as a nitric oxide donor and relevance in growth regulation. Also, summarize trends rather than listing too many numeric results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Few corrections:

Typographical and grammatical errors appear frequently (e.g., “plant spared” instead of “plant spread,” inconsistent spacing, minor spelling issues).
Results section repeats table data rather than interpreting trends (e.g., dose-response behavior, physiological implications).

The conclusion correctly acknowledges limitations (“one season only”), but a future-work statement would strengthen it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are largely appropriate for nitric oxide physiology, SNP effects, and ornamental crop responses. And Several citations are recent (e.g., 2021, 2022, 2023), showing engagement with current literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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