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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.


	This article is very good in terms of content because it provides new information related to ploidy levels with plant characters. The characteristics studied should be associated with production so that it can have implications in the simultaneous selection of characteristics that can produce high production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable for covering the content of article
	

	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 should be beter including more information especially the method and analisys of data
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally commendable; yet, the methodology lacks clarity. These plants were gathered from established field plots and subsequently potted into nine large containers (30 L capacity) for research purposes. What is the number of plants for each genotype that were cultivated and monitored in this experiment? The experiment must include replications to ensure that the results aren't due to chance, hence enhancing our confidence in the gathered data. However, if it is merely a single datum, it is implausible as a true fact.
	

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

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

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could be accepted if the data consisted of some replication (not single datum)
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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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