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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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. 
 

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it addresses the urgent need for 
conservation strategies for endangered plant species. 
I find this manuscript particularly valuable because it combines both laboratory and field-based 
approaches, showcasing the full spectrum of modern conservation strategies. 
But there is a Limited Scope of Media and Hormone Concentrations. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

NO, Title does not provide the meaning of the work done. 
If the study focuses on a specific aspect of propagation or reintroduction, consider highlighting that 
in the title. 
Consider whether "ex vitro acclimation" and "reintroduction" are clearly understood. If not, you 
might use more common terms or briefly explain them. 
Colon Use in place of dash 

 

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 phrase "requires abrupt conservation measures" could be made clearer.  
Summarize the broader implications of your findings. For instance, how do these results contribute 
to the conservation of Rhododendron inaequale or similar species? 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Introduction is little long.  
Alignment in introduction 
Discussion part can be more strong. 

 

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. 

Ensure that all abbreviations and terms are defined the first time they are used. 
When presenting results, it is helpful to mention the statistical significance of your findings if applicable. 
Clarify the purpose of distributing the 200 micropropagated plants. Are these intended for further 
research, conservation, or restoration efforts? 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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A Few references can be added more. There is no reference after 2022. Aadd some recent 
references 

1. Discussion part can be improved by adding new references. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Required to improve. 
Spelling, spacing, punctuation marks and grammatical errors are required to improve. 
Add more recent refernces 
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Highlighted in manuscript 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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