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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This study introduces a novel approach to enhance somatic embryogenesis in Cocos nucifera using coconut inflorescence sap (CIS) as a natural medium supplement. It addresses the long-standing issue of recalcitrance in coconut regeneration. The synergistic role of CIS with phytohormones offers new insights into optimizing organic additives. Overall, it provides a sustainable and cost-effective strategy for large-scale clonal propagation in tropical crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “CIS - Novel Media Supplement for In Vitro Culture of Coconut (Cocos nucifera)” — is clear but could be refined for greater scientific precision ✅ Suggested title:
“Coconut Inflorescence Sap as a Novel Supplement for Enhancing Somatic Embryogenesis in Coconut (Cocos nucifera L.)”
	

	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 well-written. It clearly summarizes the background, objective, methods, key findings, and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The experiments are well-designed, the results are systematically presented, and interpretations are supported by data and relevant literature. The inclusion of factorial analyses of explant stage, CIS concentration, and hormone combinations enhances reliability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and fairly recent, including works up to 2024. The citations cover classical and contemporary studies in coconut biotechnology.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is scholarly and precise. Minor grammatical and formatting issues can be polished.
Examples:

· “in-vitro” → “in vitro” (no hyphen).

· “callusing” → “callus induction” (more formal).

· Maintain consistent use of italics for Cocos nucifera.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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