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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 was fairly written well however the problem statement was not clearly defined. The author didn’t account for challenges and concerns which rose farmers  face in Bangladesh, in particular Jessore and Dhaka.  There were few references cited also. More facts and figures are needed from the Bangladeshi Ministry of Agriculture reports about rose production in the past 5 years would also give us a clear picture of how rose production is doing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable for the article.
	

	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.


	I would suggest in the abstract, the author must carefully outline the marketing challenges rose farmers are facing in Jessor and Dhaka as part of his problem statement.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are old and insufficient. The author needs to look at more peer-reviewed studies on rose production as well as government reports from the last 5 years e.g. oldest being from 2021.
	

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


	It was suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the methodology section, how did the author come up with 20 rose producers as a sample size? At least with come up with a formula like Yamanse’s formula to clearly explain how the 20 rose producers came about.
The tables from the results and discussion section were inconsistent, they didn’t follow a uniform format and also the researcher didn’t cite his findings of the result. The results need to be cited from which source.

The author only wrote the findings of the study and offered very few discussions from similar studies to see if there was any similarity from his findings.  The study needs more recent references.

The conclusion was not properly written whereby the researcher didn’t specify what challenges or concern should be a priority for government and other stakeholders. It is not clear and not specific.


	


	PART  2: 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there any ethical issues in the manuscript.
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