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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 highlights the study of heterosis especially in diploid cotton (Gossypium arboreum L.), as heterosis is a critical approach towards the yield improvement and resilience in different cotton breeding programs. This study contributes a valuable baseline information for diversifying breeding strategies because of diploid cotton, which is neglected as compared to others like tetraploid species. The results can help breeders in exploiting crop vigor for improving cotton seed yield and yield contributing factors. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Well, yes the title is well-explanatory 
	

	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, it is fully explained but there are some points author should add like include the specific quantitative results on % yield improvement range and of heterosis values and also clarify the finding statement. Also ensure to add the conclusion statement at the end. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically sound but there are some grammar and punctuations mistakes that need some corrections. As well as the data need some more explanation about experimental design and the statistical model you used toi compute the data. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but some are quite outdated or old. Try to add more recent specifically from last 5-7 years especially related to your study heterosis
	

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


	Yes overall its good but need some corrections in general. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Well, it’s a need of today to add some pictorial view like graphs to showcase your work or to make your study more understandable. 
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