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	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.


	It is always interesting to experiment with different genotypes and environments. Genotypes with greater yield stability and better adaptation to changing environmental conditions can be investigated by modifying plant substrates. Efforts should be made to maximize the use of organic, contaminant-free fertilizers with organic NPK content, such as digestates. It is recommended to continue research with different types of fertilizers and observe the results.

If changing plant substrates changes the grain genotypes, it is important to consider the potential impact of changing the substrates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is recommended: The title should be short, concise and clear. The most effective have less than 10 words and no should include abbreviations or acronyms.
	

	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 provides an overview of the work.

The abstract is somewhat brief, so it is recommended to expand it further.

It can answer questions such as: Why was the study conducted? What was done and how? What are the results? What do these findings mean and what impact do they have?

The abstract can be structured with the sections: objective, design, context, themes, results, and conclusions, or it can be unstructured, with information typically presented in two or three paragraphs.

It starts well, but then only describes the results. They should be described succinctly and continue by providing other details of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure is correct. The headings are correct: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, and Conclusions. However, the headings are not numbered, making them difficult to read. It is recommended to number them. The title Introduction should be written in a smaller font. Abbreviations should be explained or included in a table.
Table of numbers 2 where appropriate in the text.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended to conduct a bibliographic review of studies published in the last 10 years and update the references in the text. A few more references should be added. These are few; about 40 are recommended. It is recommended that references be no more than 8-10 years old, except for one or two if their use is extremely important.

Check the years in the references (Mahalingam, A., in the text, says 2020, but the references section says 2018).

All references should be in the references section and in the text. (Mohanlal, V.A., for example, is not included.)
	

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


	Ok (Some errors need to be corrected)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Typographical errors to be corrected. Spaces after periods, hyphens, separations...

As a tip, you can add a section, Analysis of the limitations of the study.

A clear structure in the conclusions is recommended. For example: 

-Begin with a brief summary of your work, registering with your readers the topic and objectives of your research. 

-Highlight the most important findings and results obtained in your study.

-Establish how your findings support the stated objectives and answer the research questions posed at the beginning of the work.

-Consider possible practical applications and how your research may influence future work or decision-making in the area studied.

-End your conclusion with a memorable closing that reinforces the importance of your research and leaves a lasting impression.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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