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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 address an important gap in ginger propagation by evaluating the role of plant growth regulators (PGRs) in protray nursery systems. This work is significant for spice crop researchers and farmers, as it demonstrates a low-cost, scalable nursery intervention to improve ginger productivity. Also, it contributes to sustainable crop management practices by reducing seed rhizome requirements and improving propagation efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is ok. It specified both the crop (ginger) and the focus (influence of PGRs on sprouting and early growth). If more concise required the alternative title:
“Effect of Plant Growth Regulators on Sprouting and Early Growth of Ginger Rhizomes in Protray Nursery”
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, methodology and results. However, it could be slightly shortened by reducing the detailed explanation of methodology .

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Scientifically, correct but little lack in presentation. The result & Discussion need to strengthen with literature support. Include some graph or photographs to improve quality of the paper. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction section requires a clearer justification of the present work, supported by more recent references
	

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


	Minor grammatical and typographical corrections are needed. The long sentences in the introduction and discussion could be broken into shorter ones for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is suitable for publication after major revisions. The required improvements include typographical corrections. There is a minor inconsistency in methodology: “Completely Randomized Black design” seems to be a typographical error; it should be “Completely Randomized Design (CRD)”. Slightly shortening of the abstract, and strengthening of the results and discussion section with additional literature support. The conclusion section is too lengthy in its current form and should be made more concise, focusing only on the key findings and practical implications. Addressing these issues will enhance the clarity, readability, and overall scientific value of the paper.
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