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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.


	This manuscript offers important findings on the influence of varying light intensities on key physiological traits, namely chlorophyll content, carotenoids, and leaf area in two Vicia species. In the context of increasing climate variability and inconsistent light availability in agricultural systems, such research is vital for understanding how crops adapt to different light environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and objectives of the research.

	

	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 is generally informative but needs to be reorganized for clarity. It should clearly present the objective, methods, key results, and conclusion.
The abstract should specify that three light intensities were used (3,000, 30,000, and 50,000 lux) and reframe the conclusion to focus on V. sativa’s higher tolerance and the implication for cultivation under strong light.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with appropriate experimental design, relevant physiological measurements, and acceptable data analysis techniques. 
Some improvements are needed to clarify incomplete sentences in the methodology (e.g., irrigation frequency is missing). Improve consistency in terminology (e.g., sometimes “leaflets” and “leaves” are used interchangeably). Figures and tables need better formatting and clearer legends.


	

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

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


	No, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors and unclear expressions that hinder readability. 
A thorough language and grammar revision is required to meet scholarly standards.
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