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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 study contributes to increasing our understanding of the influence of genetic factors and their relationship with the surrounding environment, leading to the best crop production and providing us with knowledge of high-yielding varieties.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good and I suggest adding the scientific name of the crop to increase scientific accuracy.
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is well-written, I suggest an optional addition:

Clearly explain the purpose of the study, including the years of study and the season in which the work was completed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is no general objection to the manuscript, as it is well written. However, there are some comments that the researcher should pay attention to: He must explain how the performance of the varieties differed from a physiological perspective. Also, the term panicle length is inappropriate for the uses of this crop and it is recommended to change it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Eskezia et al., 2025. Can the researcher specify where this reference was published, as I couldn't find it?

Also, the number of references is lower than usual for scientific manuscripts.

If he could increase the number of references to at least 20, it would be better.
	

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


	I think it makes sense and is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The notes I have written above are sufficient to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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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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