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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 provides significant value to the scientific community by establishing an efficient, high-fidelity micropropagation protocol for ginger (Zingiber officinale Rosc.) that specifically addresses salinity stress. By optimizing hormone concentrations for callus induction and shoot regeneration, the study offers a reliable method for mass-producing disease-free, high-yielding planting material while maintaining genetic uniformity, as confirmed through ISSR molecular markers. Furthermore, its comparative analysis of in vitro and in vivo salt tolerance provides critical physiological insights, such as the impact of NaCl on chlorophyll degradation, which are essential for developing salt-tolerant cultivars in the face of increasing global soil salinity. Ultimately, the research supports the sustainable management and conservation of ginger genetic resources while facilitating the large-scale production of valuable secondary metabolites for pharmaceutical and culinary industries.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4-Good
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The title accurately reflects the study's core components: genetic fidelity, molecular markers, and salt stress in ginger.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The abstract clearly outlines the study's purpose, methodology (hormone concentrations/NaCl levels), results (optimal regeneration/ISSR findings), and conclusions.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Keywords like "Genetic fidelity," "ISSR," and "Salt stress" are highly relevant for indexing and searchability.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Provides a solid foundation on ginger's importance, tissue culture challenges, and the impact of salinity.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The study explicitly aims to find salt-tolerant plants from in vitro and in vivo environments and verify genetic fidelity.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Citations are relevant and include many recent sources from 2020-2024.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Describes aseptic culture, hormone treatments (IAA, NAA, BAP), and NaCl concentrations ranging from 0 mM to 400 mM.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Clearly reports rapid callus induction, optimal shoot growth at specific hormone levels, and variations in chlorophyll content.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Figures depict the growth stages and DNA gel results, while Table 1 quantifies the chlorophyll data.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Findings are compared with the existing literature on hormone efficacy (Abbas et al.) and chlorophyll degradation (Taïbi et al.).
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Conclusions regarding the absence of genetic variation and the optimization of salt-stress protocols are well-supported.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Limitations are not explicitly discussed in a dedicated section, though some challenges of tissue culture are mentioned in the introduction.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Includes a sufficient number of relevant, peer-reviewed citations.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	The text is generally clear and technical, though minor grammatical phrasing could be polished.
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	It covers the genetic and stress-related aspects of the research.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	It summarizes the methods, the specific hormone concentration (e.g., 0.5 mg/L IAA), and key findings on genetic uniformity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The methodologies for MS media preparation, CTAB-based DNA isolation, and ISSR marker analysis follow established scientific protocols.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript contains almost 76 references, many of which are from the last five years (up to 2025).
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	The study involves plant material (Zingiber officinale), and the authors have declared no conflicts of interest or ethical violations.
	



PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	[bookmark: _GoBack]The manuscript is a scientifically significant study that addresses the critical challenge of soil salinity in ginger (Zingiber officinale Rosc.) cultivation by establishing a reliable micropropagation and genetic validation framework. By optimizing growth regulator concentrations for both callus induction and shoot multiplication, the authors provide a viable method for the mass production of uniform, disease-free planting material. The integration of physiological data, such as the quantifiable decline in chlorophyll content under salt stress, with molecular verification via ISSR markers offers a robust assessment of plant resilience and genetic stability. While the study effectively demonstrates the ability to maintain genetic fidelity under stress, it could be further enhanced by detailing the statistical significance of the results and addressing the broader commercial applicability of these salt-tolerant protocols. Overall, the work serves as a valuable resource for agricultural biotechnology, offering practical solutions for crop improvement and for conserving ginger genetic resources in increasingly saline environments.
	Author’s Feedback

	.
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