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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 (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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 review manuscript presents significant findings that 
advance our understanding of Applications of Artificial 
Polyploid Induction for Genetic Improvement of Plants. 
The rigorous methodology and comprehensive analysis 
contribute valuable insights to the field, making it a noteworthy 
addition to the scientific literature. I appreciate the authors' 
clear presentation of their results and the implications for future 
research. However, I believe that further discussion on 

I have added a table and paragraph on 
Antimitotic agents as per the comment 
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antimiotic agents impact and which is better for genetic 
improvement could enhance the manuscript's impact even 
more. Overall, this work is a commendable effort that will likely 
stimulate further investigation and dialogue within the scientific 
community. 
 

Is the title of the article 
suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

 

The title of the article is generally suitable as it reflects the 
main focus of the research. 

The title is broad to cover different types of 
plant 

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 good overview of the study but could 
benefit from some enhancements. Here are my suggestions: 

1. Kindly check spelling and grammatical words. 
2. Adding a sentence on the implications of the findings 

would strengthen the abstract’s relevance. 

The abstract gives overview of the  paper 
in polyploidy research and its application 
in creating custom-designed plants with 
higher marketability, thus emphasizing the 
economic potential of APPI. Genetic 
diversity and advanced protocols in 
polyploidy manipulation provide great 
opportunities for improving plant yield, 
quality, and stress tolerance, which will 
ensure its place as a cornerstone of 
modern plant breeding. 
 

Is the manuscript 
scientifically, correct? 
Please write here. 

This review manuscript  demonstrates scientific robustness 
through its rigorous methodology and thorough data analysis. 
The authors employ appropriate animiotic agents with his 
effects on plants by using different experimental techniques 
with established standards in the field.  

Comment addressed 

Are the references sufficient 
and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional 
references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient 
and encompass key studies relevant to the topic. However, to 
strengthen the literature review, I recommend including some 
recent studies from the past few years that may provide 
additional insights or support for the findings. Specifically, 
references that address emerging trends or recent 
advancements in the field would enhance the manuscript's 
depth. Including a mix of foundational and contemporary works 
will ensure a comprehensive understanding of the subject 
matter 

I have added new studies in tabular format 
with recent references 



 

 

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

 

The language and English quality of the article are generally 
suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are areas 
that could benefit from clarification and refinement. Some 
sentences could be rephrased for improved readability, and 
occasional grammatical errors or awkward phrasing should be 
addressed. Overall, with minor revisions, the manuscript can 
achieve a more polished and professional tone. 
 

Comment addressed 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


