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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

=  Bougainvillea (Bougainvillea spp.) is a tropical and subtropical plant. It is originally of the family 
Nyctaginaceae, possesses high ornamental value in horticulture Zhang et al. [13]. The usage of 
bougainvillea has been increased due to modernization and urbanization since landscape horticulture 
is being popular round the globe and demand of vast production is raising in urban areas. It is tolerant 
to drought and pollution thus minimal care is required in comparison to other plants, and contains 
multiple uses Singh et al. [11] It has a wide range of varieties, each with unique growth characteristics 
and propagation needs. 
=Among the various interactions, hardwood cuttings of varieties Singapore red and Blondie performed 
better with respect to survival (75.55% and 73.33% respectively) and some growth parameters as 
compared to others. Variety M.P.S. recorded better survival percentage in all three types of cutting 
(softwood, semi hardwood and hardwood) which was followed by Blondie and Filoman. 
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The title of the article is suitable 
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The abstract of the article is comprehensive 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript is scientifically correct 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

= The present investigation on “Response of different bougainvillea varieties to cutting propagation” 
conducted during 2023-2024. The experiment was carried out in factorial randomized block design with 
three replications. There were two factors viz. nine varieties of bougainvillea (Golden Blow, Pink 
Beauty, Blondie, Mr. Odicee, Singapore Red, Filoman, Rose Vellis Delight, M.P.S. and Dr. Bhabha) 
and three type of cutting (softwood, semi hardwood and hardwood cutting). 
= From the present investigation, it could be concluded that type of cuttings had shown significant 
effect in different bougainvillea varieties. Hardwood cuttings of varieties Singapore red and Blondie 
performed better with respect to survival, shoot and root parameters 
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