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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.


	The paper contributes to the field of genetic engineering in sugarcane. It addresses a fundamental issue in transformation systems, selective identification of transgenic tissues. By rigorously optimizing genetic kill curves for different tissue stages in the sugarcane genotype CoC671, the authors established a reliable and reproducible selection protocol tailored to this economically important crop. A genotype-specific selection system is essential, especially for sugarcane that is difficult to adapt and reports on transformation efficiency are still limited. The results showed a more efficient transformation technique for sugarcane cultivar CoC671. This technique is expected to be optimally applied to other monocotyledonous plants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is suitable
	

	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 already provides a clear summary of the aims, methods and main results of the research. At the end of the abstract, the implications of the research results can be explicitly added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well written and scientifically sound. The manuscript contains the objectives, methodology, and results. The experiments describe the genetic concentrations tested across the main tissue stages, callus proliferation, regeneration, and shoot development. The results are statistically supported.

Furthermore, the discussion effectively links the findings to previous studies, demonstrating a good understanding of the genotype-specific responses to selection agents. The conclusions are valid and supported by the data.

Some areas for improvement:

· Explicit mention of statistical analysis methods (e.g., ANOVA, standard errors, significance testing).

· Clear mathematical representation of the formulas used for mortality and regeneration percentages.
· Writing of units, such as: mg/l should be mg/L

· Writing of punctuation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References for geneticin are old, namely 2003, can be searched for the latest
For suggestion:

Baiazitov, R. Y,. Friesen, W., Johnson, B., Mollin, A., Sheedy, J., Sierra, J., Weetall, M., Branstrom, A., Welch, E., & Moon, Y. C. (2020). Chemical modifications of G418 (geneticin): Synthesis of novel readthrough aminoglycosides results in an improved in vitro safety window but no improvements in vivo. Carbohydrate Research, 495, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carres.2020.108058
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion adds the applicability of previous research results to other genotypes and how to implement and the prospects for their use
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