Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_132631

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Standardizing a Method for Apical Rooted Cutting (ARC) Technology in Potato Seed Production for Indian Agriculture

	Type of the Article
	Method Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript presents a standardized method for Apical Rooted Cutting (ARC) technology in potato seed production, which holds significant potential for enhancing seed quality and yield in Indian agriculture. The study is crucial as it addresses the challenges of seed tuber multiplication, disease control, and cost efficiency. By optimizing ARC technology, the research contributes to sustainable seed production practices and aligns with the growing need for efficient and high-yielding potato cultivation methods. This work can be valuable for researchers, farmers, and policymakers working toward enhancing potato productivity in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the study. However, a more specific title highlighting key aspects such as “optimization” or “efficacy” of ARC technology might improve clarity. Suggested alternative:
“Optimization of Apical Rooted Cutting (ARC) Technology for Enhanced Potato Seed Production in Indian Agriculture”
	

	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 provides a comprehensive overview of the study but could be improved by briefly mentioning the key findings or statistical results. Additionally, the practical applications of the optimized method should be highlighted to enhance the impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents well-structured methodologies for ARC technology. The experimental design is appropriate, and the findings align with the objectives. However, minor clarifications regarding statistical validation and reproducibility of results would strengthen the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and recent. However, the inclusion of a few more studies on ARC technology applications in different agricultural contexts could further support the study’s claims.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written .
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a concise discussion on potential challenges in implementing ARC technology at a large scale in Indian agriculture.If available, a comparative analysis with other seed production techniques could add further depth.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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