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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.


	Advances in Breeding of Horticultural Crops: From Conventional Selection to Genomic and Genome-Editing Approaches is a timely and well-written review that provides a comprehensive overview of contemporary breeding strategies in horticultural crops. clearly highlights the importance of discussing breeding technologies that are currently accessible to both farmers and researchers, and effectively contextualizes their relevance for crop improvement. The manuscript presents a coherent and balanced account of conventional breeding methods alongside modern genomic and genome-editing approaches, thereby offering an integrated perspective on the evolution of horticultural crop breeding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , it is suitable.
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A particular strength of the review is the inclusion of a curated list of genes that have been edited for trait improvement, which adds significant practical value and enhances the utility of the article for researchers working in this field. In addition, the incorporation of multiple case studies across different horticultural crops strengthens the discussion and improves the applicability of the presented concepts. Overall, the review is comprehensive, clearly structured, and scientifically sound, and it makes a meaningful contribution to the literature. The manuscript is therefore highly recommended for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references from the journal Theoritical and Applied Genetics from the year 2020-2025 should be incorporated.
	

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


	It is perfectly alright.
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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)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	9.1


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Subhendu Bandyopadhyay

	Department of Reviewer
	Biological Sciences

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Adamas University

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Associate Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	titubana@gmail.com
titubana@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Plant Biochemistry, Molecular biology, plant tissue culture, medicinal plants, molecular markers


