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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.


	Ailanthus excelsa Roxb, commonly known as a  tree of heaven, is a fast-growing, multipurpose tree with notable medicinal, ecological, and economic value. However, its large-scale propagation is constrained by low seed viability and the absence of efficient clonal propagation methods. Biotechnological approaches such as somatic embryogenesis offer promising alternatives for its mass multiplication and genetic conservation. This study aimed to overcome these limitations by inducing somatic embryogenesis from seed-derived plantlets and evaluating the effects of different cytokinins on embryo development and shoot induction. The findings lay the groundwork for the development of a reliable regeneration protocol and artificial seed production in A. excelsa, ultimately contributing to its sustainable utilization and long-term conservation. 
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	Seed germination and somatic embryogenesis in Ailanthus excelsa Roxb a medicinal tree of heaven
	

	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.


	I suggest rewriting the abstract as a single parapgraph and avoiding redundancies with the main body of the article, especially the material and methods section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficent
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Cytokinines are different  from cytokines we need to take that into consideration in all the text.
It is recommended to standardize the use of capitalization between figure legends and titles to ensure consistency throughout the manuscript. Figure  2 and Figure 3
SEE ATTACHMENT
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