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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 addresses an important agronomic issue: optimization of plant spacing and nutrient levels for lettuce production under protected cultivation. The topic is relevant for intensive vegetable production systems, particularly in regions where protected cultivation is expanding. The factorial RCBD approach is appropriate, and inclusion of economic analysis adds applied value. However, while the study generates useful data, several methodological, analytical, and presentation-related weaknesses limit its scientific rigor and broader applicability.
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	Fair
	

	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.


	Fair enough but there are no needs to bring all combined treatments in abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, many parts needs revisions. Interaction effects (S × F) were reported as non-significant, yet the discussion repeatedly highlights specific interaction combinations (e.g., S1F3, S3F3) as superior. This is statistically inconsistent and should be interpreted with caution. Yield per plant and yield per hectare trends are opposite, which is expected, but the discussion does not adequately address this trade-off in terms of plant population dynamics. Standard errors for interaction means (Table 2) appear unusually low for yield per hectare, raising concerns about calculation or reporting accuracy. The conclusion that 45 × 22.5 cm spacing with 125% RDF is optimal is supported by yield and economic data for this experiment. However: Claims of “best balance between high productivity, superior quality, and sustainability” are not fully justified, as quality and environmental indicators were not measured. Recommendations should be framed as location- and season-specific, rather than generalized. Authors should include some more statistical analysis methods like as regression and Correlation to make results more rich.
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	References are too old and very limited in numbers. Include at least 10 references after 2020.
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	Language and grammar require substantial improvement. Several sentences are repetitive, grammatically incorrect, or unclear.
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