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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.


	This study provides valuable experimental evidence on the role of elicitors in enhancing growth and biomass of Ocimum sanctum, a crop of high medicinal and economic importance. The findings demonstrate that foliar application of salicylic acid at 0.5 mM significantly improves growth attributes, offering a practical and eco-friendly strategy for improving basil productivity under field conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Comment:
The abstract adequately summarizes the experimental period, treatments, and major findings. Quantitative results are clearly presented. However, it is overly descriptive and lengthy, with excessive numerical values that may reduce readability.

Suggestions:
· Reduce numerical repetitions and focus on major trends.

· Clearly state the experimental design and number of replications.

· Add a brief concluding sentence highlighting the practical implication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript contains several typographical and grammatical errors, including incorrect word usage, spacing issues, broken words due to line wrapping, and inconsistent spelling, which require thorough proofreading.

· The Introduction section has major redundancy, particularly repeated paragraphs on methyl jasmonate, which must be removed to improve clarity and readability.

· Units, symbols, and scientific terms are inconsistently presented (e.g., cm², dS m⁻¹, source–sink regulation, phosphorus), and should be standardized throughout the manuscript.

· Table numbering and cross-referencing need correction, especially for Table 7 (fresh weight, dry weight, and harvest index), where the table title is missing or unclear.

· Year formatting and treatment nomenclature show inconsistencies (e.g., “202223”, spacing in CIM–Ayu), which should be corrected uniformly across text and tables.

· Minor formatting issues in Results and Conclusion, including awkward line breaks and long sentences, should be revised for better presentation and comprehension.
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