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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.


	Turnip is a widely grown root vegetable in temperate areas. Understanding genotype × environment interactions is essential for identifying varieties that perform reliably and yield well under diverse agro-climatic conditions. The multilocation data presented in this study is valuable for plant breeders aiming to select genotypes with dependable performance and better adaptability across environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is somewhat lengthy and the subspecies name should be written in lowercase i.e. rapa.

Alternative title: Genotype × Environment Interaction and Stability Analysis of Root Traits in Turnip (Brassica rapa subsp. rapa)
	

	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 somewhat overloaded with details, especially regarding site descriptions and exact geographic coordinates. These details could be shortened without losing essential information. In addition, a few traits mentioned in the abstract (such as reducing and non-reducing sugars) are not discussed elsewhere in the manuscript and should be omitted to maintain consistency. The abstract would also be strengthened by ending with a clearer statement of the main practical finding, particularly the identification of stable and high-performing genotypes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results section is excessively detailed and could be streamlined to emphasize key findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list contains incomplete and inconsistently formatted citations. These should be corrected and formatted consistently. Inclusion of more recent studies on G×E interaction and root trait stability crops would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	Several sentence fragments, run-on sentences, and inconsistent formatting (e.g., scientific names, units) are present. Careful language editing is necessary to meet scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is written in a style resembling a thesis rather than a concise research article. Several sections contain excessive methodological detail and repetitive descriptions that should be condensed to meet standard journal publication requirements. Figures and tables should be clearly labeled and consistently referenced. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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