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	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 research offers practical contributions to the field of ornamental horticulture by investigating the most effective rooting media for propagating Ficus lyrata, a widely admired indoor plant. 

The findings are valuable for both commercial plant growers and researchers, as they identify a cost effective and efficient approach to improve plant propagation success. 

By analyzing various combinations of soilless substrates, the study supports more sustainable and productive nursery practices. 

It also adds to the broader understanding of how media composition influences plant growth and root development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately describes the study’s focus.
	

	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 gives a general overview of the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings. It could be improved by:

Briefly mentioning the number of experimental replications and the statistical analysis used. Concluding with a clearer statement on the practical relevance of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is methodologically sound and well structured. However, the discussion section could be strengthened by further comparing the outcomes with existing studies and providing more interpretation of the findings.
	

	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 appropriate.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable and informative.
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