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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	Identifying superior cultivars in terms of nutritional and antioxidant value provides a sound scientific basis for plant breeding programs, agricultural policy-making, and the development of functional food products. This study has significant practical and scientific value for researchers in the fields of nutritional sciences, sustainable agriculture, and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is generally appropriate, descriptive, and reflects the content of the research, and it clearly identifies the purpose, scope, and target population of the study.
	




	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.
	Some concepts (importance of food security, nutritional value of potato) are over-repeated in the introduction. It is suggested to condense the introduction and eliminate similar sentences.
Long sentences should be divided into 2–3 shorter sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In several sections (Abstract and Conclusion), the ML value is definitively introduced as the “best value”. From a scientific perspective, it would be better to use phrases such as “nutritionaly superior under the studied conditions” and state the limitations of the study scope.
Although it is stated that the data were analyzed with STATA, the type of statistical test (ANOVA, LSD, Tukey, etc.) is not mentioned.
The significance level (p-value) is not reported. This is considered a major scientific flaw.
Soil analysis has been performed, but quantitative and analytical relationships between soil elements and tuber nutrient composition are
not provided. It is suggested that this section be either strengthened or shortened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A significant portion of the sources date back to before 2015. It is suggested that a few new review or research sources (last 5–7 years) be added on the role of indigenous roots and tubers in food security, or the phytochemical compositions of indigenous products.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Some problems include: minor grammatical errors, long and repetitive sentences, inconsistencies in verb tense and capitalization, and require editing.
The simultaneous use of past tense, present tense, is seen in the Materials & Methods and Results sections.
Common spelling errors continuous → continues
nutritional superior → nutritionally superior anti-oxidant → antioxidant
Phytochemical (incorrect capitalization)
Inconsistency in scientific nomenclature:
Solenostemon rotundifolius solenostemon rotundifolius
Sometimes the scientific name is not italicized or is written in the wrong letters.
Inconsistency in units and symbols:
g / % is used irregularly
mgGAE/100g should be consistent and standardized.
Incomplete reference to figures: Some figures (Fig 1–3) are not well introduced or interpreted in the text.
Failure to report statistical significance: Missing letters a, b, c or statistical symbols in tables.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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 detail)
Based on the content presented, no serious ethical issues or clear violations of research ethics principles are observed in this manuscript.
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