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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The article is precise and right to the point explaining the performance of different carrot varieties. It is depicting the significant insights into the various growth and biomass parameters of carrot varieties. This article will have decent impact on the scientific community providing brief insights into the carrot varieties performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable to the data presented
	

	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.


	There is requirement to reframe the order of explanation in abstract part

1. Start with the information of carrot and experimental location

2. Provide brief information about the requirement of the research (in 1-2 sentences) 
3. Mention the objective in one sentence followed by important results in detail

4. conclude the abstract with a statement or suggestion based on the outcome from your research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, still there is requirement to cite many references, especially in results and discussion part. Repetition of references was observed as well as few references are more than 10 years old, so author can cite few new references. Author need to discuss the results of this research with the outcome of other similar experiments conducted by various researchers.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language used by the author is good and scientific.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Few areas must be improved in order to increase the quality of the article. So, I feel the following suggestions has to be incorporated in the article before publishing it. (Strongly recommended)
1. Reframe the abstract as suggested above

2. In detail explanation of the Material and methods is required

3. Results must be discussed by citing the suitable similar researches and also recommended to add references in few paragraphs of Results and discussion, which is mentioned in corrected copy of the article.

4. There is scope to present data in pictorial or figure format to make the data interpretation easier and understandable.
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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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