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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 manuscript deals with evaluating mulberry genotypes for leaf and fruit yield, which is quite relevant for sericulture and horticulture sectors. Mulberry isn’t always the focus in mainstream crop improvement studies, so it's good to see work being done on this. The findings can help identify promising genotypes for further breeding or direct cultivation. Overall, the topic is useful and timely, especially for regions where mulberry is important.economically.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title works well and reflects the content of the paper.
	

	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 fine in terms of structure, but it could use a bit more punch. Including specific results (like which genotypes did best or how much variation was seen) would help the reader get a better sense of the outcome. Also, the final line could say something about practical application, that’s missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methods and design look sound. The data analysis is fairly standard for this kind of trial and the conclusions mostly follow from the results. That said, the discussion feels a bit light. It could better connect the results to broader breeding strategies or environmental adaptation. Also, it’s not very clear how stable or repeatable these results might be across locations or seasons.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are okay, but adding a few more recent studies especially anything from the past 3–5 years related to mulberry or similar crops would make the background and discussion stronger. Right now, it leans a bit too much on older sources.
	

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


	The English is understandable, but it could definitely use a cleanup. There are several awkward or unclear sentences, and some technical terms could be used more precisely. It’s readable, but a language edit would help a lot.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a decent piece of work. It's practical and based on field-level evaluation, which is always valuable. But it could be improved by:

· Presenting the results more visually, even one bar chart or figure would help break up the data-heavy tables.

· Being more assertive in the conclusion the authors should highlight their top-performing genotypes more clearly and explain how these results could be useful in a breeding program or farm setting.
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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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