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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.
	The paper provides economic analysis of Sorghum  genotypes traits with respect to Kenya. It uses different econometric tools to analyse the different constituents and characteristics of given crop. It is a contribution to literature. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title need to be changed. It should include Kenya in title. 
	

	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 word Kenya comes in the last sentence of the abstract. it should be in beginning. the abstract is tough to understand for general readers. It should exclude mathematical results and keep abstract consice and coherent. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. however the paper can be improved and added more quality. Discussion section can be divided into different sub themes for providing clear analysis and there after, 
	

	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?
	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. write sources in tables. 
2. write source in figures. 

3. the introduction of paper needs to be strengthened more. the introduction does not reveal much about next sections or parts. 

4. in section 2.4 Data collection- period is missing. The author must mention year here and in subsequent tables or figures where calculation is done. 
5. The author has used much numbers or percentage or part of mathematical calculation in tables explanation. The author can refrain this and instead use simpler words to explain For example see section ‘3.4 Frequency distribution of qualitative traits’
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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