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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 plant species is rare and their conservation is most important to make sure maintain biodiversity. While conventional propagation methods exist, they come with significant limitations that make large-scale conservation efforts challenging. So that its important to develop and standardise other propagation methods for easy and large scale propagation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, Because it describes the species, propagation method and type of cutting. But it isn’t mention about hormonal treatment and Seasonal conditions effects. So that I will Suggest this Title: Effect of Auxin Treatments and Seasonal Variation on Stem Cutting Propagation of Hildegardia populifolia (DC.) Schott & Endl. 
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study's aims, methods, results and conclusions. That making it both understandable and informative. However, a few areas could use minor improvements like the term 'field-based greenhouse experiment' is somewhat confusing and needs better clarification. It would strengthen the abstract if the authors also mentioned the experimental design(like CRD) and number of replications(three) and treatments(seven) for greater scientific clarity. The authors should also ensure the abstract is formatted as a single paragraph rather than broken into multiple sections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically appropriate in its overall experimental approach. However, some methodological details, such as the number of cuttings per treatment per replication, should be explained more clearly to improve reproducibility and strengthen the study. The authors should also ensure that the manuscript is written in a proper academic tone and that scientific language is consistently used, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several references cited are quite old (before the year 2000) and while they may provide foundational information, the authors are encouraged to replace or minimise the use of such outdated references and include more recent studies from the last 5–10 years. Incorporating updated literature will strengthen the scientific context and relevance of the study.
	

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


	Yes, But its need some improvements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additionally, it would be more appropriate to include studies conducted under similar agro-climatic or environmental conditions for better comparison and interpretation of results. References from regions having comparable tropical or semi-arid nursery environments should be given more preference. Over-reliance on studies conducted under temperate conditions, especially from the USA, may reduce the applicability of comparisons and such references should be balanced with regionally relevant research findings. The authors are also advised to make the manuscript more concise and effective by including only relevant and judicious information.
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