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	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Title: Assessment of Survival rate in Hydrangea macrophylla cuttings under varying levels of Indole-3-butyric Acid, Cutting types and Media

General Assessment 

· The manuscript addresses an important aspect of ornamental horticulture optimizing propagation conditions for Hydrangea macrophylla under tropical condition. The study provides valuable insight into the interaction between cutting types, IBA concentration, and media on survival rate. The data are extensive, and the factorial CRBD design is appropriate for the objectives.

Scientific merit

· Propagation studies are common, the specific focus on tropical Bhubaneswar conditions for Hydrangea adds regional relevance.

· The factorial design is appropriate, well defined and replicable

· CD and SE values are appropriately reported 

· The conclusion aligns with the results 

Major comments

1. Many 2025 references are cited. Ensure these are either published or under review with DOIs or provide clarification.

2. Some sentences are long or grammatically inconsistent

3. Figures are mentioned but are not clearly presented or labelled in the text.

4. For data presentation use separate columns or simplify the layout for reader clarity.

Minor comments

1. Use consistent formatting of scientific name

2. “Pmm” should be PPM; “Deportmnet” should be Department, “portrays” should be pro-trays

3. Give Clarity role of control (0ppm IBA), was it only distilled Water or no treatment at all?
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