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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript has scientific relevance as it focuses on optimizing a protocol that can enable rapid mass propagation of the specified economically important species. The protocol could also be applied to maintain important traits as the explants used are vegetative structures of the plant. However some editorial as well as methodological errors should be corrected.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Effect of 2, 4-D and kinetin on in vitro callogenesis of carnation (Dianthus caryophyllus L.)
	

	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 lacks brief account of the results/findings.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsections are well structured except the result and discussion not well delineated.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Aim/objectives, though not clearly indicated in the introductory part, the manuscript has scientific importance as it deals with a biotechnological approach of plant propagation that has many advantages compared to conventional methods. The methodologies employed are also capable of achieving their respective objectives. The results are also fairly discussed in contrast to previous works.
	T

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

-
	THE references are well cited both in the text and bibliography part.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Well written. But very long paragraphs with mixed agendas and poor flow of ideas both in the introduction and result & discussion part needs to be modified.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Plant tissue culture works are better expressed when aided with pictures. So, to improve the quality of the manuscript, if present you need to enrich with coloured pictures/figures  for all stages.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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