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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Highlights for this article include:

Regarding the significant number of characters (seventeen) and genotypes (thirty four) examined and genetic parameters studied, it could offer a deep investigation and a global vision of the crop performance in the local and similar environment conditions. Accordingly, it allows the identification of potential and desired traits that lead to effective yield and quality improvement through simple phenotypic selection.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title' is more suitable.
	

	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, as it is more comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific aspect of manuscript is generally acceptable.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In terms of recentness and quality of quoted references, about half of citations are less than seven years old; I think that the number and the quality (timeliness) are relatively sufficient.


	

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


	For scientific communication, English article quality is mostly adequate.
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