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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 contributes to the development of an efficient in vitro regeneration protocol for Bambusa vulgaris, a species of significant ecological and economic importance. By optimizing combinations of plant growth regulators for shoot proliferation, rooting, and acclimatization, the study provides a reproducible framework for large-scale bamboo propagation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Please concise the title in a catchy and straightforward way:

“Optimization of Plant Growth Regulators for Efficient In Vitro Morphogenesis and Plantlet Regeneration in Bambusa vulgaris”
	

	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 in its current form is overly extended, repetitive, and lacks a clear scientific structure. While it provides detailed background and results, it reads more like a mini-introduction and methods summary than a concise overview of the research. Several sentences are redundant or unclear, and quantitative results are mentioned without proper context or clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	The language quality of the article in its current form is not yet suitable for scholarly publication. While the scientific content is valuable, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, redundancies, and inconsistent phrasing that significantly affect clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I feel that the manuscript contains repetitive sentences in the introduction that overlap with the results and discussion sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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