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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The structure of the text demonstrates strong understanding of the subject and clearly reflects thoughtful effort. The structure shows that the writer has a solid grasp of academic organization.

Here are a few areas within the Manuscript that need to be addressed in order to attract the most readers. 

The selection of themes is relevant, meaningful, and connected to real-world importance. This makes the work engaging and valuable for readers.

The arguments are relevant but need deeper explanation to show how each point directly contributes to the overall purpose. Adding clear connections between ideas will strengthen the flow.

Some sections appear too general; incorporating more specific examples or data will make the discussion more convincing. This will also help the reader understand the practical implications.

The transitions between paragraphs feel abrupt at times. Smoother linking sentences would create a more natural, human-like progression.

The analysis touches important areas, but several claims need textual support or references.  The discussion states, “SomRE, a synthetic hormone derived from indole, particularly stimulated root elongation, promoting greater adaptability to abiotic stress,” but does not provide a direct reference to support this specific claim. Adding a citation here would strengthen the argument and make it more academically reliable.
The tone is mostly consistent, but certain lines shift between formal and informal wording. Maintaining a uniform academic tone will enhance professionalism.

Repetition of similar points can reduce the impact of the argument.  The text repeats similar ideas in multiple places, which weakens the impact. For example, sentences like “the results show significant improvement in yield” and later “overall yield was greatly enhanced according to the data” convey the same message. Condensing such overlapping statements into one strong, unified point will make the narrative sharper and more focused.

The conclusion needs more emphasis on key findings and their significance. Strengthening the final message by relating more studies will leave the reader with a clearer take home insight.
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