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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.


	The authors explore a topic of importance in the current climate change scenario: crop biofortification, a current objective of crop genetic improvement. The use of genome editing tools is current and highly applicable for accelerating the development of improved materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is pertinent, however, throughout the manuscript to make the relationship between biofortified crops and sustainable agriculture clearer, as it addresses it in a very general way.
	

	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 shows the general overview of the study, however, it lacks basic elements such as the description of the methodology, the main results and their impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript develops a topic and its advantages and disadvantages, but does not present a reproducible methodology and does not support the arguments presented with contextualized comparative studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current, but insufficient for a review type article. Authors are suggested to standardize the citation pattern.
	

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


	The quality of English is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript carries out a review on a topic of relevance for small and large producers. It represents a fundamental part of food security and sustainable agricultural systems. However, there are some aspects that need to be improved:

The title is in line with the nature of the study, however, a greater interrelationship between biofortified crops, sustainable agriculture and genome editing needs to be shown.

The abstract must show the methodology, which is why it is suggested to perform a metadata analysis that shows the application of the scientific method. Highlight the impact of the review.

The introduction contains relevant but not articulated information. The different items that are handled in the review, although important, do not reflect the relationship that may exist between them.

The manuscript is limited to providing information but does not make a discussion based on contextualized background studies. Studies of the area contextualized and articulated to the topic are not presented. Strengthen the discussion with the biological, genetic and agronomic implications of the topic.

The references are current but insufficient. It is suggested to consult more sources to strengthen the introduction and discussion associated with each item developed.

It is suggested to include tables or graphs that show the consultation of the topics and the relationship between them.
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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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