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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is useful for future breeding programs. This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses basic information for future research, it enhances our understanding of the subject matter and contributes to the advancement of science
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, this title properly explaining the work they do.
	

	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 section is Ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript is scientifically correct, but the methodology section lacks details on the purification and quantification of DNA. Please specify the qualitative and quantitative analysis of DNA in the methodology. Additionally, the results section should include the purification ratio and the quantity of DNA per mL of sample.
2. Lack of references in methodology and there is no discussion observed in the results section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Lack of references
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The authors do not specify where they collected the MAH 15-84 varieties, and there is a lack of reference for those who crossed the MAI-19-117 and MA-19-20. The authors should indicate where they specifically collected this cultivar and provide a reference for crossing statement. 

2. Also, authors should specify about primers, they prepared this primer or purchased from somewhere. If purchased then specify.
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