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	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 important as it provides valuable insights into the genetic variability of mid-late sugarcane clones, which is essential for improving yield and quality traits. By identifying traits with high heritability and genetic advance, the research supports more efficient selection strategies for breeding programs. The findings contribute to the development of more productive and resilient sugarcane varieties, ultimately enhancing agricultural sustainability and industry profitability.
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	Many of the references are quite old, some dating back to the 1950s-1960s. To improve the relevance and scientific impact of the paper, it would be beneficial to update the bibliographic references.
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