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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript is important because it helps improve the knowledge about sugar beet production improvement in relation with soil quality. The evaluation of the performance of 12 different genotypes will allow identification of the best treatment and genotype to be used. Sugar beet improvement is possible using liming
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes  Evaluation of morphological, yield and quality performance of sugar beet genotypes under different soil pH levels
	

	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 comprehensive. However, 
· The results presentation is confused
· Some affirmation is not true
Finally, it must be mentioned the best pH level, if any, generally and for some particular genotypes…
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the results could have been presented according to hypothesis in order to show
· the best pH treatment for each genotype
· The best genotype of the 12 and the corresponding pH with relevant parameters
· The best parameter improved by pH level according to genotypes
The best pH effect should be explained in discussion
Some sentences need reviewing

The title of horizontal axes of the figures doesn’t mean effect but …

Conclusion is not made according to the goal stated in introduction
The parameters don’t have the same importance for farmers, so this should be taken into account, finally.
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	Yes, but some statements need references 
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