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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.


	It holds significant importance for the scientific community. It provides a comprehensive molecular-level understanding of genetic variability in fennel, a crop of both economic and medicinal value. The study not only highlights the extent of polymorphism and genetic diversity within fennel genotypes but also offers valuable insights for crop improvement, varietal development, and conservation strategies. Such findings can serve as a foundation for future breeding programs aimed at enhancing yield, quality, and adaptability of fennel under diverse environmental condition
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES.
	

	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 but filled too much with technical details like allele counts and primer names. It would be useful with simplified highlighting the study’s aim, key diversity findings, and practical value for fennel improvement.


	

	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.
	The references in the manuscript are relevant and fairly comprehensive.
	

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


	The language of the article is understandable and conveys the scientific message clearly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written and technically sound. A revision can be done to make the findings more oriented to the aim and objectives. 
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