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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 offers a comprehensive overview of hormonal regulation in adventitious root induction in mulberry (Morus spp.) which is a critical area for improving sericulture productivity. It synthesizes findings from hormonal, molecular and biotechnological domains which can guide the development of genotype-responsive propagation protocols. While the topic is not novel, it consolidates scattered information into a usable platform for researchers and nursery practitioners. Its importance lies in its applied value for sustainable mulberry propagation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is broadly suitable but a more focused alternative could be:
“Hormonal Regulation of Root Induction in Mulberry (Morus spp.): Advances and Challenges.” This can better reflect the structure and thematic scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 is largely informative but lacks a clearly stated conclusion. The authors should include a final sentence that reflects key findings, ongoing challenges or future research needs. A more structured format (e.g., Background - Methods - Findings  - Conclusion) would improve clarity
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely accurate and technically sound. It presents validated findings on auxins, cytokinins and novel molecules like ABT-1. However, it lacks deeper critical analysis in some parts especially concerning molecular crosstalk and recent biotechnological innovations (e.g., CRISPR, omics integration). Some sections are descriptive rather than analytical.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate in number but many are outdated. The manuscript would benefit from inclusion of more recent studies (2022–2025) especially in the context of molecular markers, hormone crosstalk and integrated biostimulant applications. 
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to significant language editing. Repetition, long sentences and passive voice reduce readability. Clearer subheading transitions and consistency in terminology (e.g., rooting vs. root induction) are needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Figures and tables are informative but can be improved with graphical summaries (e.g., hormone interactions, protocol flowcharts).

A comparison table of hormonal effects across mulberry species would add value.  Redundancy in multiple sections should be reduced for clarity.

The manuscript is scientifically valid but requires major revision in language, reference updates and integration of critical analysis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Rida Fatima, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


