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	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 study highlights the potential of heterosis breeding to improve Indian mustard's yield and key traits like seed weight and earliness. It identifies top-performing hybrid combinations for better productivity and stress resilience. These findings are crucial for advancing sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly outlining the study's purpose, key findings, and implications for improving Indian mustard's yield through heterosis breeding. However, it could be more concise, emphasizing real-world applications and briefly mentioning next steps for further testing to enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems scientifically correct, presenting a detailed analysis of heterosis breeding in Indian mustard with solid data and methodology. The results align with established breeding practices, though a peer review would further ensure accuracy and relevance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover a range of relevant studies, including recent research on heterosis and Indian mustard breeding. However, some of the cited works are very old, and incorporating more recent studies could further strengthen the manuscript’s relevance to current research trends.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear explanations of scientific concepts. However, some sentences could be more concise, and minor adjustments to sentence structure would enhance readability and flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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