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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 topic of somaclonal variation as one of the ornamental plant breeding methods is a good choice 
considering the high heterozygous nature of the plant. This method can produce new plant variants 
faster compared to conventional breeding methods. 
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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 still too vague so it does not adequately describe the contents of the manuscript.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Ok 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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