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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.


	The study is helpful in the context of accelerating the commercial cultivation of moringa leaves which are highly in demand due to their medicinal values.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	‘Influence of Plant Growth Regulators on In Vitro Morphogenesis of Moringa oleifera L. Using Nodal Segment Cultures’ is more suitable.
	

	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.


	Abstract is well written but mention the different treatments taken in the study for more clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is too long with 84 citations, many of which are quite old. There is also repetition of the same author’s work across different years and species. It would be better to reduce redundancy and update the citations with varied sources. Reference no. 19 is not correctly cited.
	

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


	Language is good but some sentences are long and could be simplified for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study is good, but it can be improved by updating the references and making the Materials & Methods as well as the Results & Discussion sections more concise for better understanding.
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