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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 present manuscript contributes valuable insights into the combined effects of benzyladenine (BA) and pinching on calendula growth and flowering—an area that remains insufficiently investigated. Understanding how plant growth regulators interact with physical pruning practices is crucial for optimizing ornamental crop production, improving flower yield, and enhancing commercial value. The findings offer practical applicability for floriculture researchers, nursery managers, and growers, particularly those involved in cut-flower and bedding plant industries. The study also enriches the existing horticultural literature by providing detailed interaction effects, which can guide future physiological research and crop management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally accurate and reflects the major components of the study. However, it may be improved for clarity and scientific precision.

Suggested alternative:
“Influence of Benzyladenine (BA) and Pinching on Growth and Flowering Behaviour of Calendula (Calendula officinalis L.)”
	

	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 informative and covers major results, but it is quite long and data-dense. It would benefit from:

· Briefly clarifying the rationale behind using BA concentrations and pinching.

· Summarizing key conclusions in a more cohesive manner rather than listing many numerical results.

· Highlighting practical implications for growers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the methodology is sound, and the experimental design (RBD with replications) is appropriate. Statistical analysis is referenced but could be described more clearly (e.g., software used, significance testing procedure). The interpretation of results is generally logical, though some comparisons with literature could be expanded to strengthen claims. Figures or graphs summarizing results would enhance clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include several recent citations (2020–2021). However, some duplication exists (e.g., Gabrel et al. 2018 listed twice). A few more recent studies on BA effects in ornamentals (post-2020) may further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Some sentences are lengthy or repetitive, and punctuation errors occur in multiple places. Improving language flow will enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding graphical abstracts or visual comparison of treatments for better interpretation.

· Clarify the physiological mechanisms behind BA and pinching in the discussion.

· Ensure consistent units (e.g., cm vs. cm²).

· Tables are informative but should be formatted more professionally for journal requirements.

· The manuscript is scientifically valuable but requires improvements in language clarity, reference formatting, and slight restructuring of the abstract and discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are apparent, as the study involves horticultural field experiments without human or animal subjects.
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