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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 manuscript presents a clear protocol for propagating Asparagus racemosus using tissue culture techniques, an important step toward improving the efficiency of plant propagation of this species. The results obtained provide practical data that can be used in the commercial production of these medicinal plants. However, it should be emphasized that some parts of the research may need further statistical analysis and accurate quantitative data to further support the results. The study merely reinforces current knowledge and does not introduce any major innovations in the methods used.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Establishment of Massive In Vitro Propagation Protocol for Asparagus Racemosus Willed. From Cultured Nodal Segments," is generally appropriate, but it may be a bit long and could be simplified.

Alternative title suggestion:

"Standardized In Vitro Propagation Protocol for Asparagus Racemosus Using Nodal Segments"

This title is more concise and focuses directly on the main objective of the study without being too long-winded.
	

	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 excessively long and should be very brief, including the plant species, the media used, the type of parts studied, and the new techniques in brief, and then a list of the most important results obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the presented content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with a clear methodology and logical experiments. The study follows standard practices in plant tissue culture propagation and provides adequate details on sterilization techniques, media formulations, plant growth enhancers (PGRs), and their effects on Asparagus racemosus regeneration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a very large number of references, approximately 73. This is a large number and may seem excessive in some cases. It is usually better to keep references focused and precise, covering the most directly relevant research.

Suggestions for reducing the number of references:

· Reference filtering: You can review the references and ensure that each reference contains truly essential information and is directly relevant to your study. Some references may be outdated or duplicated and do not add anything new.
· Selecting the most influential studies: You can select studies that have the greatest impact in the field of plant tissue culture and medicinal plant conservation. This may include recent references and comprehensive reviews that cover the topic more broadly.
· Supplementary reviews: Instead of relying on numerous individual studies, you can add one or two references that cover a broad field or a comprehensive review.
	

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


	The English language in the manuscript is mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The results are described in a boring manner. It is preferable to be brief in mentioning the most important results and to include tables and images within the text of the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

no
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