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	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.


	The scientific community will find great value in this work since it tackles a major obstacle to the widespread cultivation of the teasel gourd, a culturally significant and nutrient-dense cucurbit. Through the methodical assessment of auxin concentration, cutting type, and rooting medium, the research offers a repeatable and useful procedure for effective vegetative propagation. Enhancing the supply of high-quality planting materials is crucial for extending teasel gourd farming into unconventional regions, and the findings help to achieve this goal. Further research on vegetative propagation and the domestication of underused crops will be supported by the study's insightful additions to the physiological response of Momordica subangulata cuttings to auxin treatments.
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	Effects of auxin, cutting type, and rooting medium on sprouting and rooting of teasel gourd (Momordica subangulata subsp. renigera) vine cuttings
(“cutting” should be plural)
	

	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 goals, methods, and main conclusions are presented in an abstract that is normally thorough and well-organized. A more succinct summary of the findings and an emphasis on the findings' usefulness for academics or producers, however, could enhance it. Minor methodological details, such as particular media ratios or replication details, can be omitted to create room for a more compelling conclusion that highlights the study's contribution to effective vegetative propagation or teasel gourd conservation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with appropriate experimental design, treatments, and statistical analysis. However, minor revisions in data interpretation and clarity of results presentation would strengthen its scientific rigor and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include relevant and recent studies. They adequately support the experimental design and discussion of results. No additional references are necessary at this stage.
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	The language of the article is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication; however, minor grammatical corrections and improvements in sentence structure and flow are recommended to enhance clarity and readability.
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