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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	


Manuscript Title:
“Efficient Somatic Embryogenesis and Molecular Assessment of Clonal Fidelity in Kaempferia marginata (Carey ex Roscoe): An Endangered Medicinal Species”

Overall Evaluation
The manuscript presents a protocol for somatic embryogenesis and molecular assessment of clonal fidelity in Kaempferia marginata, an endangered medicinal species of the genus Kaempferia. The subject is relevant for conservation biotechnology and sustainable propagation of medicinal plants. The experimental approach is technically sound and follows standard tissue culture methodologies.

The authors demonstrate that 2.0 mg L⁻¹ NAA promotes high-frequency callus induction and that a combination of 4.0 mg L⁻¹ BAP and 1.0 mg L⁻¹ NAA enhances shoot multiplication. Histological observations support the occurrence of somatic embryogenesis. Molecular assessment using RAPD and ISSR markers did not reveal detectable polymorphism between regenerants and the mother plant.

However, several aspects require revision before publication, on my opinion: 
	First, the statistical analysis lacks transparency. F-values, degrees of freedom, and exact p-values should be reported. The very small standard deviations suggest either technical replication or limited biological variability; this must be clarified. The number of true biological replicates should be explicitly stated.
	Second, the statement claiming “100% genetic fidelity” is too strong given that RAPD and ISSR are dominant markers with limited resolution. The conclusion should be reformulated as “no detectable polymorphism using RAPD and ISSR markers.” The inclusion of similarity coefficients and a dendrogram would strengthen the molecular analysis. PCR reproducibility should also be clarified.
	Third, the study lacks essential acclimatization data. Rooting percentage, survival rate under ex vitro conditions, and short-term greenhouse performance should be reported. Without these data, claims regarding commercial applicability are premature.
	Additionally, contamination rates and explant survival following HgCl₂ sterilization should be included, and the duration of exposure justified. Some claims regarding auxin superiority and industrial relevance should be moderated unless supported by additional biochemical evidence.
	In conclusion, the study addresses a relevant topic and provides useful applied data for the propagation of Kaempferia marginata. 
· Short lingvistic check 
	However, major revision is required to improve statistical clarity, temper conclusions regarding genetic stability, and include missing acclimatization data.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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