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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important conservation and biotechnological challenge by developing an efficient somatic embryogenesis protocol for an endangered medicinal plant, Kaempferia marginata. The integration of histological validation and molecular assessment of genetic fidelity strengthens the scientific reliability of the work. The study contributes valuable knowledge for large-scale clonal propagation and conservation of rare medicinal species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the aim.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-structured and covers all major aspects of the study. However, it would benefit from minor editing to remove redundancy, as some sentences are repeated verbatim.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design, methodology, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are scientifically sound. The use of both RAPD and ISSR markers to confirm genetic fidelity adds robustness to the study. The histological confirmation of somatic embryo development further validates the regeneration pathway.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and generally sufficient, including both classical and recent literature. A few more recent studies could be added to strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is generally well written and understandable. Minor grammatical and formatting corrections are recommended for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would be strengthened by adding a brief section on ex vitro acclimatization and field survival if data are available. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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