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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.


	This manuscript gives a very insightful look at the plant tissue culture technique from a commercial perspective. It will encourage young researchers to develop a keen interest in this method for secondary metabolite production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it looks good and suits the manuscript.
	

	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 author can add more details regarding why to go through plant tissue culture rather than the traditional way of producing secondary metabolites. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	During the paragraphs and case studies author should include a source for the statement. Most of the case studies are missing the references. Very few references are added. Commercially utilizing bioreactor and their designs will help the reader have an idea of how plant cells grow in bioreactors. This will help B. Tech Biotech aspirants,s will increase the reach of the article.  Authors can enlist recent datasheets of secondary metabolites that are produced by plant tissue culture methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, but they are not well-referenced in the text.
	

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


	Yes, language is good
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have collected good information in this review article and have touched on recent techniques like CRISPR/Cas 9. Overall, it is a good article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No.
	


Reviewer details:

Nisha Ashwin Nikam, Amity University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


