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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.


	This manuscript offers valuable insights into the agro-morphological diversity among selected sorghum genotypes, which is critical for crop improvement, particularly in dryland and climate-vulnerable regions. The combined analysis of both qualitative and quantitative traits, supported by principal component and correlation analyses, provides a strong foundation for targeted sorghum breeding programs. The findings are relevant not only for Kenyan agriculture but also for other semi-arid regions globally where sorghum is an essential crop. By identifying genotypes with promising traits for yield, early maturity, and drought resilience, the study contributes meaningfully to the goals of food security and sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title:
“Diversity of Selected Sorghum Genotypes Using Agro-Morphological Traits”
is appropriate, concise, and reflects the study's scope. However, to enhance clarity and scientific depth, a slightly revised title is recommended:

Suggested Title:
“Agro-Morphological Characterization and Diversity Analysis of Selected Sorghum Genotypes in Kenyan Agro-Ecologies”
	

	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 provides a good summary of the study but can be improved by:

1. Correcting minor grammatical errors (e.g., “Experiments were laid out using Randomized complete block design…” should read “The experiment was laid out in a Randomized Complete Block Design…”).

2. Including specific numerical results (e.g., top-yielding genotypes and locations) for better impact.

3. Replacing phrases like "Experiments were laid out" with more formal expressions, e.g., "The study was conducted using...".

4. Clarifying the statistical approach (e.g., PCA, correlation) with brief context.

Suggested deletion: The sentence “The frequency distribution analysis indicat8ed…” has a typo (“indicat8ed”) and is redundant with later sentences—can be removed or merged more clearly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RCBD with three replications), use of morphological descriptors, ANOVA, PCA, and Spearman correlation analyses are appropriate and well-applied. Results are well-reported and support the conclusions. However, care should be taken to correct typographical and formatting inconsistencies in tables and figure captions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a substantial number of references, many of which are recent (2020–2024) and relevant to the topic. However, the following additional references could strengthen the discussion, especially in the area of molecular diversity integration or phenotypic plasticity:

· Upadhyaya, H.D., et al. (2017). Sorghum Genetic Resources: Utilization and Conservation. Springer.

· Cuevas, H.E., & Prom, L.K. (2020). Assessment of genetic diversity among sorghum germplasm using high-throughput SNP markers. PLoS ONE.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable and conveys the intended scientific message. However, the English language should be polished throughout to correct:

· Grammatical inconsistencies

· Typographical errors (e.g., “indicat8ed”, “lose panicles” instead of “loose panicles”)

· Repetition of phrases

A thorough proofreading is recommended to elevate the manuscript to scholarly publishing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are informative but should be checked for formatting clarity (e.g., alignment, uniformity in decimal places, consistent abbreviations).

· The manuscript would benefit from a brief section on the limitations of the study and a recommendation for future molecular or multi-environment trials.

· The PCA interpretation is strong, but including a scree plot or biplot would enhance visual understanding.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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