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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.


	For food safety in the next 5-10 years, the subject of this paper can be considered as highly important. Also, the breeding field of activity is making great progresses each year, so once again it is proven that the subject is of interest for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for the presented data. No changes needed here.
	

	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.


	Abstract has a correct construction, presenting a few information by each of the paper’s subtitles.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The data presented in the manuscript seem to be correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are sufficient and recent references, but most of them are mentioned in pairs. Please check the titles, some of them have a lot of additional spaces between words.
	

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


	Unfortunately, the English language needs some corrections – please see the entire paper. For example, in Abstract there is written “ST-07 has was earlier in flowering”, instead of “has been”.

Another issue are the spaces between words – the entire text needs to be checked and corrected, in order to eliminate them. Some phrases and references have this problem between each word.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures can’t remain as they are – since there are a lot of indicators with different values, some of them are not even visible in the graphical representation. A suggestion is to make a graph for the indicators considered important, such as yields (q/ha).
Please add 2-3 phrases in Conclusions, to really emphasize some of your own findings.
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