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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 study has used 100 sugarcane genotypes in 2023-2024 in an Augmented Block Design-II at the Research farm, Main Sugarcane Research Centre, NAU, Navsari.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it sounds good.
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, The references used in the introduction part are very limited. The authors have not considered all affected factors on sugarcane yield. Please explore and add more recent references such as:
https://iar.shirazu.ac.ir/article_5192_092bbea19eff3274e21fe6216b9bd72a.pdf?lang=fa
https://jame.um.ac.ir/article_33930_en.html
https://doi.org/10.22067/jam.v9i2.69447
https://amsr.areeo.ac.ir/article_113716.html?lang=en

	

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


	I find it difficult to follow the language of the paper and there are some grammatical errors that need to be improved.
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	Descriptions of both materials and methods, and discussion parts are very poor. Please add more explanations and references.
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