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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript is quite interesting, it contains the results of classical breeding studies. The obtained results can be used for application in breeding and obtain valuable source material. Statistical calculations prove the connections and expediency of using individual traits. Most of the results confirm the patterns previously proven by scientists and published.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest shortening the name. The research conducted does not study genetics, so I suggest removing this part from the title. I also suggest generalizing the traits in the title: composite traits of yield. The general title could be as follows:
«Studies on Variability, Heritability and Character Association Yield Attributing Traits in Sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) Inbreds»
	

	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 is sufficient
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Quite correct. But I consider it necessary to clarify in the materials and research the quality of the studied material. Namely, to emphasize its linearity (which generation of self-pollination). It is possible to indicate some features: are they paternal lines or maternal, perhaps the origin or what else is known about them.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the links are relevant and diverse. Of course, many more could be added, but I think the existing ones are enough for the article.
	

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


	The speech quality is sufficient.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I consider it necessary to clarify in the materials and research the quality of the studied material. Namely, to emphasize its linearity (which generation of self-pollination). It is possible to indicate some features: are they paternal lines or maternal, perhaps the origin or what else is known about them
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