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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.


	1. This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive morphological characterization of cultivated and indigenous apple germplasm in the Bhaderwah region of Jammu & Kashmir, India. 

2. By highlighting the existing diversity among 48 genotypes, including seedling-origin types, the study offers valuable insights for crop improvement and genetic conservation. 

3. The findings support the diversification of apple cultivation, which is critical for breaking the current mono-cropping trends and for extending the harvest season. 

4. The identification of promising genotypes through PCA and cluster analysis offers a scientific basis for selecting superior cultivars in future breeding programs, ultimately contributing to enhanced apple production and resilience in Himalayan horticulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and scientific
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and informative. It clearly outlines the background, need for diversification, objectives, study area, methodological approach (morphological traits, PCA, and cluster analysis), and the key findings related to the diversity of apple germplasm. However, a few improvements can enhance its clarity, focus, and scientific impact. Here are the suggested additions and modifications-
Add clarity to the objective-

The objective is somewhat embedded in the text. A clearer, standalone sentence early in the abstract, such as “The objective of this study was to assess morphological diversity and characterize both cultivated and indigenous apple germplasm,” would improve readability.

Include the methodological approach more precisely-

Mention the specific morphological traits evaluated (e.g., leaf area, tree height, flowering time, etc.) and the analytical tools (PCA and Cluster analysis) more explicitly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript provided to be scientifically correct.
	

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

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


	The language of the article is generally clear, informative, and appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely issue by exploring morphological diversity in cultivated and indigenous apple germplasm from the Bhaderwah region, which has significant implications for horticultural diversification and genetic resource conservation.

2. The study is original and adds valuable data on underexplored genotypes, particularly seedling-origin apples, which may offer traits useful in future breeding programs.

3. The language of the manuscript is generally clear, but minor grammatical and structural edits are needed to enhance the academic tone and readability.

4. Some numerical details in the abstract can be summarized for conciseness without compromising scientific value.

5. A brief mention of study limitations and suggestions for future research would improve the manuscript’s depth.

6. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication after minor revision for language and content clarity.
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