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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 (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 paper contributes to crop improvement efforts, for a regionally adapted variety of Okra. Furthermore, through the identification of genotypes of Okra, it cound contribute or support to sustainable agricultural practices, enhancing food security. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, however it is good if we will replace the word assessment with more precise, active, and informative words. Furthermore, the place should be specific, hence, this is my suggestive title: 
Yield and Quality Traits in Okra (Abelmoschus esculentus L. Moench) Genotypes under the Hill Zone Conditions of Karnataka, India

	

	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.


	Yes it is complete 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically good, however I would suggest that you have to deepen the discussion, furthermore, I would suggest that graphs will be utilized in presenting the results, it this way it will be captured properly and directly who is perfrmng well among those genotypes evaluated. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There were in text citation not forund in references kindly include them (see manuscript) 
	

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


	Yes it is good. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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