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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.
	The manuscript is interesting. The results of this research constitute an essential basis for the conservation,
breeding and improvement of Coorg mandarin varieties. The language is clear and adequate for a scientific publication. The tables and figures presented are correct.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is adequate. It describes the matter of study in a concise and clear way. Besides, it locates the reader
exactly on the subject.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and precise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	Yes, the manuscript is considered appropriate. It includes abstract, introduction, materials and methods, results
and discussion, conclusion and references.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	

















PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment                                                                                                                                       Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
No
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
No
	




PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript
( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )

Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9) Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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	Name of the Reviewer
	Maria Susana Vitelleschi
	

	Department of Reviewer
	Facultad de Ciencias Económicas y Estadística
	

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Universidad Nacional De Rosario
	

	Country of Reviewer
	Argentina
	

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
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	Email ID of Reviewer
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	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of
Reviewer
	Multivariate data analysis. three-way data analysis, multiple factorial analysis, plant breeding, plant genetic resources
	



