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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 (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.


	Manuscript is scientifically important because it highlights the role of genetic mapping in improving crops by identifying genes linked to important traits like yield, disease resistance, and climate adaptability. It explains how modern tools such as CRISPR, AI, and genomic selection can make breeding more efficient and precise. The study also discusses challenges like managing large amounts of data and dealing with complex traits, offering possible solutions. By connecting genetic research with real-world farming, this work helps create better crops, supports food security, and promotes sustainable agriculture
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is good and suitable of the manuscript.
	

	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 well-structured and informative; however, it contains a few grammatical mistakes and could benefit from improved sentence flow. Additionally, the abbreviation (QTL) is mentioned without its full form, which may affect clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate; however, there are some issues in the introduction. It is too short and does not convey a clear message. Additionally, it should include the study's objective and highlight its societal impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Approximately 40% of the references are over 10 years old, including references No. 3, 8, 11, 12, 14, 15, 20, 25, 26, 27, 31, and 34. It is essential to update these with more recent and relevant sources to ensure the manuscript reflects the latest advancements in the field.


	

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


	Yes it is suitable for scholarly communication but there are a few grammatical error that need to be improved
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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