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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 study evaluates early growth stage parameters of three prominent cardamom cultivars under nursery conditions. Cardamom being a high-value spice crop, the comparative data on seedling vigour, shoot/root metrics, and dry matter partitioning provide a basis for cultivar selection in commercial cultivation. The research contributes practical information relevant to agronomists, spice growers, and plant physiologists, especially in optimizing early-stage growth performance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title is appropriate, informative, and reflects the contents of the manuscript.



	

	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 presents the key aspects of the study but should include quantitative highlights of significant findings for clarity. For instance, indicate which cultivar performed best and for which parameters. This would enhance scientific communication.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. However, a detailed statistical analysis (like standard error bars or LSD in figures) and discussion comparing results with previous literature is limited. Adding a deeper physiological rationale for growth variations among cultivars will improve its academic rigour.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are moderately sufficient, but several are older. Authors are advised to include recent peer-reviewed publications (from the last 5 years) relevant to cardamom physiology, spice crop agronomy, or cultivar evaluation to strengthen the introduction and discussion.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate English editing for grammatical errors and clarity (e.g., subject-verb agreement, consistent use of tenses, and scientific phrasing).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are clear but legends should be more descriptive (e.g., mention treatment or cultivar details).

· The study would benefit from a brief mention of climatic/nursery conditions beyond altitude, such as light, temperature, or watering schedule.

· Consider including Coefficient of Variation (CV%) along with ANOVA results to indicate variable
· For the Table one  and two in some columns statistical grouping were missing
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