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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 appears to be a well-structured and well-written abstract and manuscript for a research study on the In vitro multiple shoot induction and plant regeneration from single node cuttings of Jasminum azoricum. The study aims to identify the most effective to induce multiple shoot from single-node cuttings of Jasminum azoricum
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is appropriate and good
	

	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.


	Avoid using the title and the place of work done in the abstract. Details of methodology can be avoided and the highlights of the study to be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript follows a logical structure, starting with an introduction that provides background information on the importance of the species and the need for rapid multiplication methods

· The materials and methods section clearly describes the experimental design, treatments, and data collection procedures but details to be included regarding the material that is the plant used, age of the plant used as propagule, the composition of planting substrate used and the details about the methods that mentioned in the abstract

· Authentication of the species is also necessary that the identification number of the herbarium submitted can also be included

· Avoid short forms or else give expansion in some part of the text

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, with proper use of technical terms, accurate descriptions of the methods and materials used, and appropriate statistical analysis of the data. The references cited appear to be relevant and up-to-date, and the manuscript follows a consistent formatting style throughout.
	

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


	References are quite satisfactory but find out whether such works have been done in other varieties too.
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	Over all Good
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