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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 manuscript entitled; “Development of hybrids in guava (Psidium guajava L.) for fruit quality traits” presents the development of guava hybrids that show superior fruit quality traits via hybridization between selected parents. This study provides valuable insights for the scientific community regarding the role of parental selection, fruit set behavior, and morpho-physical parameters in guava breeding. These findings can directly benefit horticultural scientists, breeders, and growers interested in development of guava hybrids.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title; “Development of hybrids in guava (Psidium guajava L.) for fruit quality traits” clearly reflects the scope of study and 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 of the article is comprehensive that includes the study objective, methods, key findings and conclusion. However it can be further improved if authors can include the number of hybrids evaluated in this study, what was the statistical approach and highlight practical application of the superior crosses.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This study is scientifically sound and correct. Methodology for hybridization was described adequately and data presentation was logical and well structured. However, I suggest authors include statistical analysis sections to describe ANOVA or other tests used. Also need clarification on whether only descriptive analysis was done? 
	

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

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

	The English language is clear but need to correct some minor grammatical and style edits to improve readability.
Use past tense consistently in methods and results sections. Also remove typo errors
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall the manuscript is well organized and clear to qualify for publication, however, I suggest authors (optional) to further improve the quality of paper by improving figures for clarity and reduced duplication, all tables and figures should be properly labeled with units in column headings and conclusion should clearly present main findings and recommendations for future work.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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