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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I have corrected it to “(Musa acuminata var. Lal Velchi)”
	

	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.


	Yes, Some sentences are so long. Moreover, replaced informal or conversational phrases with formal, academic language that matches journal style. Ensure species names (Musa acuminata) are italicized and variety names are in single quotes, following botanical conventions.Remove repeated background details that were already in the introduction. Condense overly detailed procedural steps into a brief but clear description, keeping only what’s essential for the abstract. Present key numerical results (percentages, days to establishment, number of shoots, rooting rates, and survival rates) in a clear, comparable format so the reader can quickly see the magnitude of the findings. Group results logically (establishment - multiplication - rooting - hardening).

Keywords: Reformate keywords to be specific, relevant, and searchable (e.g., “shoot proliferation” instead of “shooting”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	Some parts and sentences needed to be corrected grammar and Syntax.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Yes
. Introduction
· Restructure flow so it moves from global importance of banana - India’s production context - specific challenges in Red Banana - rationale for tissue culture.

· Remove repetition of facts already in the abstract.

· Standardize scientific naming (Musa acuminata var. ‘Lal Velchi’) and italicized species names.

· Tighten sentences to avoid redundancy and improve readability.

· Link background to research gap more explicitly, so the reader sees why your study is needed.

2. Materials and Methods
· Correct grammar and tense (past tense for all procedures).

· Standardize units and chemical names (e.g., mg L⁻¹, °C, pH).

· Clarify procedural steps so they are reproducible but concise.

· Group related steps (e.g., sterilization sequence, culture media composition) for logical flow.

· Remove overly detailed supplier info unless critical for reproducibility.

3. Results and Discussion
· Separate results from interpretation so each finding is clear before explaining it.

· Present data in a logical order (establishment - multiplication - rooting - hardening).

· Add comparative context by linking your findings to previous studies.

· Standardize numerical presentation (two decimal places where appropriate, consistent % signs).

· Improve transitions between sub‑sections so the discussion flows naturally.

4. Conclusion
· Condense to a clear take‑home message: what was achieved, why it matters, and how it can be applied.

· Remove repetition of detailed results already in the Results section.

· Strengthen impact statement to highlight the practical value for commercial Red Banana cultivation.

5. General Formatting
· Consiste style for headings, sub‑headings, and in‑text citations.

· Correct reference formatting to match standard journal style.

· Ensure botanical and chemical nomenclature follows accepted conventions.

· Improve readability by breaking up long sentences and using parallel structure.
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