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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.


	The selected plant for research is highly valuable medicinal plant. 
It is using in Ayurveda since many years and known as Guduchi.
Development of protocol for micropropagation of this plant is beneficial for proteting this specis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable . 
In-vitro regeneration potential of Tinospora cordifolia (Willd.) Miers using nodal explants.
	

	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.


	It must be improved. Add some data regarding why you selected this plant for this study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The title of manuscript is In-vitro regeneration potential of Tinospora cordifolia (Willd.) Miers explant grown in Murashige and Skoog (MS) medium. This study was peripheral and confined to data for number of days for emergence of  primordia, nodes, number of stems and leaves produced . It was not studied the in vitro rooting and Acclimatization  for complete plant let regeneration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add some more references for therapeutic importance of Tinospora cordifolia. Also add some references in result and disucussion section. Add recent references.
	

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


	It must be improved. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.Use scientific names in Italics wherever they mentioned.
2.What is the use of three sterilants for explants sterilization. Can you justify.

3.You mentioned that the collected data analysed using SPSS and means were compared using DMRT.But did not provided the data table . Provide data tables with statistical analysis.

4. Mention media and glassware sterilization in brief.

5. Repetition of sentences in nuber of days taken for  initiation of shoot primordial regarding Panwar et al, 2018.

6.When you are studying number of shoot formation and shoot length. What is the need of studying node count and leaf count per explant as each node bears a leaf. 

7. Mentioned shoot initiation observed after 17-19 days of inoculation,Then how can you measure the the length of the shoot after 15-20 days of inoculation. Correct it.
8. Use shoot/ shoots per explants instead of  stem wherever they are.

9. Provided plates are not good quality and not mentioned in the script and same photos are repeated. Provide different photos under in diferent plates.
 10. Over all improve the quality of Manucript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	


Reviewer Details:

Kommidi Saritha, Government Degree College, India
