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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.


	The manuscript discusses an essential and timely aspect in the assessment of Gerbera cultivars in protected floriculture under polyhouse conditions in the mid-hills of Sikkim. 
The study is timely and regionally significant due to the growing interest in protected cultivation in the hills of Sikkim.
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, its good scientific potential but need some minor correction.
·  DAP and other acronyms should be defined once as it used repeated.

· Some references are repetitively cited in introduction, check it one.
· Add some Environmental conditions ranges inside the polyhouse (temperature, humidity, light intensity) which support study.

· Make some comparative graphs which helps presenting data much more clearly and visually along with table.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sarkar, A., & Devi, L. (2024). Productivity enhancement and quality improvement of gerbera under protected cultivation systems. Journal of Floriculture and Protected Cultivation, 12(2), 75–84.

Sarkar, A., & Devi, L. (2024). Trends in protected floriculture: Productivity and quality enhancement in gerbera under controlled environments. Journal of Floriculture and Protected Cultivation, 12(2), 75–84.

appears twice remove one of them.
· Add DOI for all available references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8
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