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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.


	"Micropropagation of Tuber Crops: A Review" presents a comprehensive synthesis of in vitro propagation techniques for major tuber crops such as potato, cassava, sweet potato, yam, and taro. This review is of considerable importance to the scientific community. It systematically compiles and compares micropropagation protocols across multiple crops. Given the role of tuber crops in ensuring global food and nutritional security the promotion of scalable and disease-free plant production through tissue culture holds significant implications for sustainable agriculture.

This work so serves as a crucial resource for researchers in plant biotechnology, crop improvement, and sustainable development
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It accurately reflects the manuscript’s focus on tissue culture techniques for major tuber crops.
	

	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 of the article is generally informative and provides a solid overview of the purpose and findings of the review. It clearly outlines the importance of tuber crops in global food security and the relevance of micropropagation as a tool for their large-scale multiplication. However, there is room for improvement to make it more comprehensive and precise. But it can be enhanced with more specific crop mentions, clearer results, and a stronger conclusion about the practical or research implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a well-structured and accurate review of micropropagation techniques in major tuber crops including potato, cassava, sweet potato, yam, and taro. It correctly describes the principles of in vitro propagation, including the use of explants, culture media, plant growth regulators, and regeneration pathways such as organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis. Overall, the scientific basis of the manuscript is strong, and it makes a valuable contribution to the field of plant biotechnology and crop improvement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are sufficient, relevant, and largely up-to-date. The author has included an impressive range of sources—from foundational research (1980s ) to very recent studies published up to 2025.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit significantly from thorough language editing to polish the grammar. Once minor language issues are addressed, the article will meet high standards for scholarly communication.
Use either BAP or BA consistently; both refer to 6-benzylaminopurine but should not be used interchangeably within the same manuscript.

The language used in the manuscript is generally suitable, but there is room for improvement to enhance clarity, readability, and professionalism. The scientific ideas are well-conveyed, and the vocabulary is appropriate for an academic audience, but there are instances of some grammatical issues, and minor typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good for present day with respect to crop and technique
This manuscript is a good review article that synthesizes a large body of knowledge on micropropagation in tuber crops. With minor improvements in language, it has the potential to be a good cited reference in the field of plant tissue culture and crop biotechnology.
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