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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 manuscript addresses a key area in ornamental horticulture—propagation strategies for Hydrangea macrophylla, a highly valued flowering shrub. The study's emphasis on cutting maturity offers important insights for optimizing vegetative growth and floral quality under subtropical conditions, which is especially relevant given the expanding interest in container-based floriculture in warm climates. The results demonstrating the superiority of softwood cuttings provide practical guidance for nursery managers and landscape professionals. Moreover, the study contributes to the limited body of knowledge on Hydrangea cultivation in subtropical India, filling a vital gap for both academic researchers and commercial growers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and descriptive. It clearly conveys the subject, species studied and experimental context (pot culture).
	

	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 effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology and key findings of the study. It highlights statistically significant results and clearly points to the superiority of softwood cuttings. Though there is a slight scope of improvements that may increase the descriptive strength of this abstract with the article.

· Add specific data on the number of flower heads and flower life to reinforce the practical benefits.

· Clarify that while hardwood cuttings produced more flower heads, the quality parameters (size and longevity) were superior in softwood cuttings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (CRBD), parameters measured and statistical analyses (ANOVA, CD at 5%) are appropriate for horticultural research. The interpretation of results is logical and supported by data and previous literature. The authors successfully link the physiological state of cuttings to the observed growth and flowering behaviors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes foundational references relevant to plant propagation and Hydrangea physiology. However, most references are over two decades old, with only one (Jena et al., 2025) being recent. The reviewer strongly suggests to include more recent studies (last 5–7 years) on Hydrangea propagation or related ornamental crops to strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, grammatically correct and appropriate for scientific writing. Some minor editing may enhance flow and readability, particularly in long sentences within the introduction and discussion. The reviewer suggests the following for improvements: 1. Use more active voice for clarity. 2. Standardize botanical naming format (italicize Hydrangea macrophylla consistently). 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Consider labelling the figures (e.g., Fig. 1a, Fig. 1b, etc.) directly within the image or caption for easier reference.

2. Provide more detailed captions for tables and figures. For example, include a brief sentence summarizing the key finding shown in each table or image.

3. In the discussion section, the author may consider expanding the discussion with more physiological explanations on why softwood cuttings outperform others (e.g., hormonal balances, auxin levels, carbohydrate reserves). Also,a brief comparison with other ornamental species or related propagation studies could broaden the relevance of findings.

4. Although well-written, the introduction could benefit from citing more recent global studies related to Hydrangea or other temperate ornamentals being adapted to subtropical climates.

5. Consider briefly mentioning commercial importance or economic value of Hydrangea macrophylla to contextualize its relevance further.

6. At the end, the author might include a line suggesting how the findings could be used for large-scale nursery or commercial applications.

7. If possible, propose future work that integrates other cultural practices (e.g., use of rooting hormones, microbial consortia, or plant growth regulators).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. There are no apparent ethical issues in the manuscript. The study involves common horticultural practices with ornamental plants and does not include human participants, animal testing, or genetically modified organisms. The authors have followed standard agronomic and floricultural experimental procedures in a university setting.
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