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	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 highlights the performance of grape rootstocks under semi-arid conditions, with 140Ru showing clear advantages in growth and survival. The findings provide practical guidance for growers while strengthening understanding of rootstock adaptability. The study provides practical guidance for growers and breeders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive since it covers objectives, methods, and results.
Unfortunately, it is overloaded with numerical details, which reduces clarity.
Condensing the data and adding practical significance would make it stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content, the manuscript appears scientifically correct in terms of methodology, statistical design and presentation of results.
	

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

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


	The language of the manuscript is understandable and mostly clear, making it suitable for scholarly communication. However, it is somewhat data-heavy and repetitive, and some sentences could be shortened or smoothed for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable findings on grape rootstocks but is written in a data-heavy style that affects readability. The abstract and discussion could be more concise, emphasizing significance rather than listing excessive numerical details.
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