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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 valuable as it provides a standardized and cost-effective micropropagation protocol for Cordyline terminalis, a key ornamental plant. It fills a gap in literature where studies are limited. I appreciate the detailed methodology and practical relevance for commercial propagation. It’s well-structured and useful for both academic and applied plant tissue culture research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the core focus of the study.
	

	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 informative and well-written. However, it could be slightly shortened to improve clarity by trimming excessive technical detail, especially regarding statistical results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The design is logical, with proper controls and replication. The use of MS media, hormonal combinations, and detailed observations support the findings. Data analysis via ANOVA and CRD strengthens its reliability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and relevant, though most are somewhat dated. Including 1–2 recent (past 5 years) articles on micropropagation or Cordyline would enhance the citation base.
	

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


	Yes, the English is suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical edits could improve readability in a few places.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clear objectives and methodology.

2. Figures and tables support the text well.

3. Good replication and data handling.

4. Seasonal influence is a strong addition.

5. Discussion could briefly include more recent literature.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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