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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.


	Developing a propagation protocol is important that too for a commercially important species. Sugarcane is an important cash crop and farmers require authentic planting stock which is possible through Tissue culture technology. For scientific community, development of protocol is important which can be followed for mass multiplication at any place.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	In abstract the authors claim the best rooting on 5 mg/L NAA and 0.5 mg/L kinetin while no other hormone treatment or combination has been evaluated. It needs to be ascertained and additionally, why only single combinations have been tried?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically correct in the present form as the experimental design (Methodology) has some flaws and the authors need to answer few queries like:
1) Why was only one combination evaluated in this study for callous generation, shoot induction and root induction?
2) What is the rationale for testing just one combination for root induction and claiming the same as the best one?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No issue with the references
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