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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.


	Chili pepper is an important spice crop, with high medicinal and culinary properties along with high levels of vitamins and antioxidants. Breeding of it have many objectives and breeding methods that the current review article tries to demonstrate them.
	

	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.


	Abstract is good
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is good but it has some shortage as the following:

The article need a correction in the writing format especially in the indents and spaces at the start of paragraphs. 

The article hasn’t a comparison between conventional and non-conventional methods according advantages and disadvantages of them or on the cost and availability to applied them at different situations.

The author gave general information about the breeding approaches (8 conventional and 3 non-conventional methods) while he has to explain in some details the methods of them for scientists. 


	

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

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


	good
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is good but it has some shortage as the following:

· The article need a correction in the writing format especially in the indents and spaces at the start of paragraphs. 

· The article hasn’t a comparison between conventional and non-conventional methods according advantages and disadvantages of them or on the cost and availability to applied them at different situations.

· The author gave general information about the breeding approaches (8 conventional and 3 non-conventional methods) while he has to explain in some details the methods of them for scientists. 

So, the article need a minor revision.
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