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	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.


	Sorghum is an important cereal crop that contributes to food security around the world, and yes this study is vital in that it contributes to giving light on its drought tolerance, specifically the stay-green trait. This can serve as a baseline for future breeding of more elite sorghum varieties that can withstand climate change conditions, particularly drought stress. The post-flowering developmental stage is also critical, as this will determine the grain filling and total yield.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is, but I would suggest that the title highlights that the evaluation was based on morphological/ agronomic traits
	

	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,

 I would suggest that the author highlights briefly the method, as to how the experiment was done (of course not in detail). I would also suggest the deletion of the STG3B QTL part as this gives the reader impression that gene expression analysis was done in the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct, but under the methods and materials section I would suggest that the author mentions how most of the agronomic traits I see in the results section were carried out. What stands out here is the Experimental design and the SPAD readings but nothing on plant height, HPPP, Stg scoring etc.

This, I am thinking, is because the author has too much findings, for a manuscript I would suggest a reduction in this section to focus on the most important ones, leave the rest to the thesis, unless the Journal is fine with the article length. 
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	If possible, I suggest some of the tables to be in graphs to compare between WW and WS. But I understand the parameters were a lot.
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