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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 present manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it provides updated and comprehensive knowledge on the micropropagation of  Phalaenopsis orchids. The study fills an important gap in current literature by presenting improved protocols and insights that can enhance large-scale propagation and conservation efforts. The findings contribute to both theoretical understanding and practical applications in orchid biotechnology. Overall, this manuscript strengthens the existing body of research and supports future advancements in the micropropagation of Phalaenopsis species.

Kindly modify scientific name (species name) in italic. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This is suitable topic. No need for change. 
	

	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.


	It is highly informative. May be add some statistical analysis 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically well written and of good quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent studies relevant to the micropropagation of  Phalaenopsis orchids. However, incorporating a few more up-to-date publications could further strengthen the scientific foundation of the work. Additional references related to advanced tissue culture techniques, orchid biotechnology, or recent breakthroughs in Phalaenopsis propagation would enhance the literature support. Overall, the reference list is adequate but could benefit from the inclusion of a few more recent and highly relevant sources.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is readable and conveys the scientific information clearly. Minor edits for grammar, clarity, and flow may further enhance the overall presentation, but the current language standard is acceptable for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable and updated information on the micropropagation of Phalaenopsis orchids, contributing meaningfully to the existing body of knowledge. The study is well-structured, and the results are clearly presented. Overall, the manuscript is a good contribution to the field and will be useful to researchers working on orchid tissue culture and conservation.
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