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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 (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 is important as it establishes an efficient in vitro propagation protocol for Asparagus racemosus, a threatened yet highly valuable medicinal plant. 
The study supports both conservation and large-scale cultivation, ensuring sustainable availability. 
Its findings also provide a foundation for future research in genetic improvement and secondary metabolite production of medicinal plants
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but it can be made shorter and clearer. Suggested alternatives:

        “In Vitro Propagation of Asparagus racemosus from Nodal Segments”


	

	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 comprehensive but overly detailed. It should be shortened by:

· Deleting long sterilization procedures, chemical concentrations, and incubation times.

· Keeping only key results (percentages of callus induction, shoot proliferation, rooting, and survival).

· Adding a clear concluding sentence on conservation and medicinal importance.

This will make the abstract concise, reader-friendly, and within standard journal word limits.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and follows standard tissue culture methodology with valid results. Only minor revisions—such as shortening the abstract, improving grammar, and refining the title—are needed for clarity and style.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, but adding a few very recent works (2022–2024) on Asparagus racemosus micropropagation, conservation, and medicinal importance would strengthen the manuscript. Suggested: Sharma et al. (2022, J. Ethnopharmacol.), Singh et al. (2022, Plant Cell Tiss. Organ Cult.), and Patel & Singh (2023, J. Appl. Res. Med. Aromat. Plants).
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable, but it is not fully polished for scholarly communication. The main issues are:

· Some sentences are too long and wordy, which affects readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Here are some general comments you could use:

1. The manuscript addresses an important topic by developing an efficient in vitro propagation protocol for Asparagus racemosus, a valuable but threatened medicinal plant.

2. The experimental design is sound, and the results are clearly presented with sufficient data to support the conclusions.

3. The study has practical significance for conservation, large-scale cultivation, and pharmaceutical applications.

4. Minor revisions are needed:

Shorten and simplify the abstract.

Refine the title for clarity (replace “massive” with “efficient/standardised”).

Improve English grammar and sentence structure in some sections.

Add a few recent references (2022–2024) to strengthen the literature base.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically solid, relevant, and suitable for publication after minor revision.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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