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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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by developing an efficient in vitro micropropagation method for Ficus racemosa, a species with an essential role in conserving water resources and maintaining ecological balance. In the context of the difficulties encountered in conventional propagation, the results of this study offer a viable alternative for the rapid and uniform production of forest seedlings. The proposed protocol not only supports reforestation efforts, but can also serve as a model for similar research applied to other valuable woody species. The importance of the work also lies in its applicative nature, having direct potential in supporting ecological restoration projects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, this title is suitable.
	

	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 article summary is comprehensive and covers all major components: context, objective, methodology, key results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and reflects well-founded research in the field of plant biotechnology. The methodology used is appropriate for the purpose of the study, with culture media and growth regulators specific to woody plants being chosen, and the statistical analysis supports the validity of the results. The experimental steps are clearly described, and the interpretations are coherent and supported by the specialized literature. Overall, the paper demonstrates a good understanding of micropropagation techniques, without presenting major conceptual or methodological errors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and well-chosen, covering both classic works and recent studies relevant to the topic addressed. Most of the cited sources are published in recent years, which reflects an up-to-date documentation. Articles are included that deal with aspects related to the micropropagation of woody species, the use of growth regulators, as well as the ecological importance of the genus Ficus. However, the work could benefit from completing the bibliography with additional sources on modern large-scale micropropagation technologies or examples applied in forest conservation at the international level, in order to strengthen the practical relevance of the study.
	

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


	The English language used in the article is generally understandable and conveys the scientific content clearly. However, there are some issues with grammar, phrasing, and sentence structure that may affect the clarity and fluency expected in scholarly communications. These do not obscure the meaning but would benefit from careful revision to improve readability and professionalism. E.g. e.g., “the large habitus form” could be revised to “the large growth form.”, “sprouts” is used where “seedlings” would be more appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is notable for its original and well-documented contribution to the field of micropropagation of a species with ecological and medicinal value. The experimental design is correctly structured, and the results are relevant and support the conclusions formulated. The methodology applied is in accordance with the standards of scientific research in the field.

However, the English expression can be improved to ensure the coherence and fluency necessary for an international publication. It would also be useful to further check the scientific terminology and, possibly, complete the bibliography with broader sources from the international literature.

Overall, the article is valuable and can be accepted after minor corrections of language and style.

Your manuscris represents a valuable contribution to the field of plant biotechnology, with direct applications in forest conservation. The proposed protocol for micropropagation of Ficus racemosa is well structured and supported by convincing results. A clear effort to document and rigorously apply scientific methodology is highlighted.

To improve the overall quality of the manuscript and to bring it up to the standards of an international journal, we recommend:

· A careful revision of the English language for clarity and fluency,

· Uniformization of technical terms and adjustment of some less common expressions

· Possible completion of the bibliography with some additional sources from the international specialized literature.

Congratulations on the work done and for the relevance of the topic addressed! With minor adjustments, the manuscript has every chance of being well received by the scientific community.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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