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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.


	This manuscript discusses the concept of enviromics and its potential role in crop improvement. The topic is relevant in the context of climate change and precision agriculture. However, the manuscript lacks a clear methodology for how the review was conducted and does not explain how it contributes to advancing scientific knowledge. To be useful for the scientific community, the article should include a structured review process and highlight its unique contributions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable. However, it could be more specific to reflect the review nature of the article. Suggested alternative:
“Harnessing Enviromics: A Review of Environmental Data Integration for Crop Improvement”

	

	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 too long and divided into multiple paragraphs, which is not acceptable for scholarly writing. It also includes citations, which should not be used in abstracts. I recommend rewriting the abstract as a single paragraph, removing citations, and clearly stating the purpose, scope, and contribution of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript compiles a large amount of information but lacks critical analysis. It does not follow a structured review methodology, and many sections are descriptive rather than analytical. The scientific foundation is present, but the article needs restructuring to meet academic standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent and relevant. However, some sections are overloaded with citations, which affects readability. The authors should use citations more selectively and consider including seminal works or meta-analyses to strengthen the foundation.
	

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


	The language is technical but often repetitive and unclear. There are grammatical errors and inconsistent formatting. The manuscript needs thorough proofreading and editing to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript lacks a methodology section explaining how the literature was selected.

· There is no discussion on how the review contributes to future research or breeding programs.

· The figures and tables are informative but should be better integrated into the narrative.

· The conclusion and future prospects sections are repetitive and should be condensed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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