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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 review addresses the critical issue of abiotic and biotic stress factors in agriculture, which are central to global food security and climate resilience. It synthesizes a broad range of current knowledge, highlighting genetic, molecular, and sustainable management approaches. The topic is highly relevant for plant biology, agronomy, and biotechnology researchers, providing a foundation for future research directions. Its integrative approach linking molecular breeding, biotechnology, and sustainable agricultural practices enhances its significance for both scientific and applied communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No change is necessary.
	

	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.


	Reduce some repetitive phrases (e.g., “sustainable agriculture” is mentioned multiple times).

Add a clearer statement on the review’s scope and methodology (e.g., databases searched or time frame of references considered).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent (many from 2018 to 2025) and sufficient.
	

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


	The English is generally good and understandable for scholarly communication, though some sentences are overly long and repetitive. A light copy-edit for conciseness and flow is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative but should be consistently captioned (some are long and not fully integrated into the text).

A graphical abstract is recommended for visual impact.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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