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	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.


	This manuscript is important because it explains the genetic and molecular control of the transition from vegetative growth to meiosis, a key biological process in many organisms. It helps scientists better understand reproduction and can support improvements in agriculture and fertility research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title fits well because it clearly reflects the article's focus on the molecular shift from vegetative growth to meiosis. If needed, a clearer alternative could be: “Molecular Regulation of the Transition from Vegetative Growth to Meiosis in Plants and Model Organisms.”
	

	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 clear and covers the key points, including organisms, processes, and genes involved. You could add a brief mention of the article’s significance for crop improvement and fertility research to strengthen its impact. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-supported by references. It clearly explains molecular mechanisms and gene functions involved in meiosis across species.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both classic and recent studies. You may consider adding more recent reviews from the last 2–3 years to strengthen the current relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor edits for sentence flow and grammar could improve readability further.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is informative and well-structured, but they should reduce repetition in some sections and ensure smoother transitions between topics. Also, revising long sentences and correcting minor grammatical issues will improve clarity and flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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