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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 represents a valuable contribution to the scientific and horticultural domains by offering critical insights into enhancing gladiolus cultivation through the strategic application of plant growth regulators (PGRs). By systematically assessing the influence of varying concentrations of GA₃ and Ethrel on vegetative development, floral characteristics, and corm yield, the study advances both the commercial viability and propagation potential of gladiolus—a premium ornamental species. The outcomes provide empirically grounded, actionable guidance for cultivators aiming to boost flower productivity and quality while optimizing resource use. Furthermore, the research deepens our understanding of gladiolus physiology in response to PGRs, thereby laying a robust foundation for future explorations in floricultural crop management and sustainable horticultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article — “Effect of Pre-Planting Treatments of Corms with Plant Growth Regulators on Growth, Flowering and Planting Material Production of Gladiolus (Gladiolus grandiflorus L.)” — is suitable. 
	

	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 demonstrates a coherent and well-organized presentation of the study’s aims, methodology, and principal findings. To enhance its impact, it would benefit from the inclusion of a precise objective statement, explicit mention of statistically significant results, and a succinct summary of the most effective treatment. Minor refinements in phrasing could further improve clarity and conciseness. Overall, the abstract successfully conveys the relevance and implications of the research in advancing gladiolus cultivation practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor and methodological soundness. The application of a Randomized Block Design with appropriate replications, coupled with robust statistical analysis, ensures the reliability of the experimental framework. Treatments are well-defined, and the results are presented with clarity, reflecting a logical and coherent interpretation of the data. The conclusions are well-aligned with the observed findings, underscoring the validity of the research and its relevance to floricultural science.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the cited references are pertinent to the study, their scope and recency could be improved. To strengthen the scientific foundation and contextual relevance, it is recommended to incorporate more recent literature published between 2020 and 2024, particularly focusing on plant growth regulators in gladiolus and other ornamental species. Including studies from reputable journals such as Scientia Horticulturae and Journal of Applied Horticulture would significantly enhance the manuscript’s credibility, depth, and alignment with current research trends.
	

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


	The manuscript exhibits clarity and precision in its language, making it well-suited for academic discourse. Scientific terminology is employed accurately, and the overall structure is logically organized and coherent. While minor grammatical adjustments and simplification of certain sentences could enhance readability, the manuscript consistently upholds a professional tone and meets the standards expected for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript presents no identifiable ethical concerns. The research is based on conventional horticultural experimentation and does not involve human participants or animal subjects. All methodologies appear to adhere to established scientific norms and institutional ethical guidelines governing plant-based experimental studies.
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