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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.


	The manuscript entitled “Effect of Different Rooting Media and Concentrations of IBA on Efficient Propagation of Hibiscus syriacus L. via Stem Cutting in Temperate Region of India (Uttarakhand)” holds substantial scientific significance. It provides an optimized propagation protocol for H. syriacus, an economically and ornamentally important shrub, under temperate conditions. The results can aid horticulturists and nurserymen in producing quality planting material efficiently, contributing to both landscape horticulture and floricultural industry development. Furthermore, it adds valuable empirical data for future research on vegetative propagation techniques in woody ornamentals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appropriately reflects the content and objectives of the study. However, for clarity and conciseness, it could be slightly refined to:
Suggested Title: Effect of Different Rooting Media and IBA Concentrations on Efficient Propagation of Hibiscus syriacus L. through Stem Cuttings under Temperate Conditions of Uttarakhand, India.
	

	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 well-structured and provides a clear summary of objectives, methodology, and results. However, it could be made slightly more concise by minimizing methodological details and highlighting key findings and implications more prominently.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-defined objectives, appropriate experimental design (Factorial RBD), and statistically validated results. The discussion effectively integrates findings with relevant literature. Minor refinement in phrasing and figure/table formatting is recommended for enhanced readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include recent studies (up to 2025). Inclusion of a few more citations from recent propagation studies in temperate ornamentals may strengthen the background section.
Vijay, M. K., Prajapati, N., Rathod, D., Maurya, A. K., & Singh, N. (2025). Air layering in Semecarpus anacardium L. f.: A novel approach to the propagation and conservation of an important wild edible fruiting species. Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology, 28(7), 341–351. https://doi.org/10.9734/jabb/2025/v28i72553
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections are required for smoother flow and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted study with practical implications for commercial propagation and horticultural improvement of H. syriacus. With minor revisions in presentation, the manuscript is suitable for publication. Inclusion of high-quality figures or photographs depicting rooting response may further enhance its value.
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