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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript presents a basic research study on grafting cucurbitaceous rootstocks with cucumber scion. The focus of the work is on the success rate of the grafts performed. The study does not address the reasons for conducting the grafting or the ultimate goal of the grafting process.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript title and content are quite broad and lack specificity. It is important to include a clear rationale in the title explaining the purpose of the work. 
	

	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 of the manuscript requires some additional information at the beginning and end. It should begin with a brief background of the work, including the research questions and the significance of the study. The abstract should also emphasize the most important results of the research. In the concluding line, the outcome of the work should be summarized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the concept is accurate. However, it would be beneficial to include additional data to support a specific hypothesis related to the need for grafting. The introduction mentions the potential benefits of grafting for producing superior plants, but the manuscript lacks real-time examples of these benefits.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional references are required, including more recent sources.
	

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


	No, there is a need to improvise the language of the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Scientific names of all plants should be italicized in the manuscript. 

Additional keywords should be included to enhance the content. 

The sentence structure needs improvement for better clarity and coherence. Typos and grammar mistakes should be corrected throughout the text. Consistent formatting of the text is necessary to maintain uniformity. 

The introduction section should have more references. 

The optimal microclimate conditions, including temperature, humidity, and light/dark periods for grafting, need to be quantitatively specified. 

Ensure uniform font style throughout the manuscript. 

The methods described in the Materials and Methods section should include references for their adoption. 

Tables should be cited in the main text. 

The discussion section is lacking and needs to be strengthened with references from published literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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