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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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community, especially breeders and producers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript title is 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 is certainly a "technical" summary of the methods and observations, but it does not include the elements that a good scientific summary should contain:

- Lack of problem statement; it is unclear why this study is important

- The objectives are not established

- The presentation of the results is certainly qualitative but not numerical

- Lack of perspective; the abstract does not show how the results can be used by breeders or producers for varietal improvement

- The keywords should include terms not in the title
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript presents relevant and current research on genetic variability. It is generally well structured and is based on rigorous statistical analyses.
	

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

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


	English is quite good but many expressions can be revised to improve the scientific quality
	

	Optional/General comments


	. The introduction lacks a justification for the problem posed, and there is a gap with other previously published work on the most relevant traits for breeding.

2. Materials and Methods: Provide the geographical coordinates of the site, define the term "Kharif," provide the soil characteristics, and, if possible, more information on the plant material studied. For the analysis, can we have the nature of the software used?

3. The conclusion does not explicitly return to the initial objectives or state whether they were achieved
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