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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study addresses a practical limitation in sweet potato cultivation, particularly the shortage of quality planting material in developing regions. The work contributes useful experimental evidence on genotype-specific responses under in vitro conditions. The findings can support optimization of micropropagation protocols and may be beneficial for improving crop productivity and disease-free planting systems. Overall, it has applied relevance for both researchers and agricultural practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and methodology of the study. No major changes are required.
	

	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 is generally well-structured and informative. However, it may be improved by briefly mentioning the key numerical outcomes (e.g., best-performing variety) and highlighting the limitation regarding poor rooting more explicitly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology is adequately described. Experimental design and statistical analysis appear appropriate. Minor clarification may be needed in some sections (e.g., medium composition consistency and units).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections and consistency in terminology (e.g., units, variety names, spacing) are recommended.
	

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


	Improve consistency in data presentation (tables vs text).

Check typographical errors and formatting (spacing, symbols, units).

Clarify the discrepancy in MS medium concentration (4 g/L vs standard 4.4 g/L).
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