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	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 on Morphological Characterization of Coorg Mandarin (Citrus reticulata Blanco) Based on DUS Descriptors provides valuable insights into the distinct morphological features of this important citrus variety using standardized criteria. The application of DUS descriptors ensures accurate varietal identification, which is essential for germplasm conservation, plant variety protection, and breeding programs. This characterization not only supports the preservation of genetic diversity but also facilitates sustainable utilization and improvement of citrus resources for the scientific and agricultural community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is slightly long and could be made more concise for clarity and impact- 
Morphological Characterization of Coorg Mandarin (Citrus reticulata Blanco) Using DUS Descriptors
	

	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 well-structured but can be improved in two ways. First, streamline the results by reducing detailed percentages and measurements, focusing instead on key trends like tree habit, fruit size, and peelability. Second, highlight the novelty and broader significance of the study, emphasizing its role as a systematic DUS-based characterization that supports germplasm conservation, breeding, and plant variety protection.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it employs standardized DUS descriptors, appropriate statistical tools, and valid morphological traits for evaluating Coorg mandarin. Minor refinements in presentation, novelty emphasis, and clarity of terminology would further strengthen its scientific impact.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (2018–2025) on citrus diversity and DUS-based characterization. Adding standard UPOV/PPV&FRA guidelines and recent research on citrus germplasm and breeding would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific foundation.
	

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


	The language of the article appears generally clear and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor refinements in grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness would improve readability and align the manuscript more closely with the polished style expected in high-impact journals.
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	(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.
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