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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 provides a comprehensive DUS (Distinctness, Uniformity, and Stability) characterization of 70 maize inbred lines, which is critical for varietal registration, hybrid development, and plant breeders’ rights. The study contributes valuable morphological and phenological data that can support maize improvement programs, especially under climate-resilient breeding strategies. It also strengthens the foundation for trait-based selection and genetic purity maintenance in maize breeding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and focus of the study.
	

	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 generally informative and outlines the objectives, methodology, and significance of the study. However, it could benefit from clearer sentence structure and improved grammar. For example, the sentence “All the characters shows variation…” should be corrected to “All the characters showed variation…”. Also, consider breaking long sentences into shorter, more digestible ones.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (Alpha Lattice), trait selection, and data collection methods are appropriate for DUS characterization. The results are well-organized and relevant to the objectives. However, some sections would benefit from clearer statistical interpretation and more concise language.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include both foundational and recent sources. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (post-2020) on DUS testing and maize breeding, especially those involving molecular markers or genomic tools.
	

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

	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. While the technical content is clear, the grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure need refinement to meet scholarly standards. Examples include inconsistent verb tenses and awkward phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments

	  Tables are informative but could be better formatted for readability. 
· Figures are referenced but not included in the document. Ensure all figures are properly labeled and attached.
· Consider adding a conclusion section summarizing key findings and implications.
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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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