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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 study provides valuable insights into improving the cultivation of sacred basil through the use of elicitors. The findings suggest that foliar application of salicylic acid at 0.5 mM not only enhances herbage yield and reduces time to flowering and harvest but also helps manage disease incidence, particularly Alternaria. In addition, the treatments improved the economic returns, indicating practical benefits for growers. Overall, the work is significant as it offers an effective, low-cost strategy to increase both productivity and resilience in sacred basil cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title is effective and suitable as it succinctly conveys the main focus of the study.
	

	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 includes some of the necessary elements: the study objective, a brief description of the results, and the conclusion. However, it does not explicitly provide introductory information to set the context for the study, identify the existing gap in knowledge, describe the methods employed, or highlight the implications of the study findings. Kindly consider including this information to ensure the abstract contains all the required information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound; however, some sections, especially Materials and Methods, could benefit from clarification or additional details to strengthen the presentation of methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the cited studies are older than 10–15 years. Citing recent research works in a paper can help establish credibility and show that the paper's information is up to date. Kindly make changes as you deem fit. In addition, kindly consider formatting the references in a single format to ensure consistency.

	

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

	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication; however, revisions could be made to improve grammar, clarity, readability, and use of punctuation.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The Methods section provides important details but could be improved for clarity and completeness. Kindly consider organizing it with clear subheadings (such as Experimental Design, Plant Materials, Treatments, Solution Preparation, Observations, Statistical Analysis) and presenting the 14 treatments in a table rather than a long sentence to aid clarity. In addition, revise sentences for grammar and readability, standardize units, and describe the statistical analysis used. 
In the Conclusion, the implications of the study findings are not provided; please include this information to align the conclusion with the title and objectives, and discuss the study’s significance and scope for future research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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