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	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 presents valuable findings on the interaction between sowing time, variety, and propagation method influencing the postharvest performance of potato tubers under ambient storage conditions. It contributes significantly to understanding how pre-harvest factors affect storage behavior, dormancy duration, and tuber health—topics highly relevant to seed potato production systems. The study provides practical recommendations for small and medium-scale farmers who often lack access to cold storage, making it a meaningful contribution to applied potato research and postharvest management in subtropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and well structured. It clearly conveys the focus of the study and captures the essential variables and conditions tested. The wording is concise and informative. A slightly refined version could be:
“Influence of Sowing Time, Variety, and Propagation Method on Postharvest Behavior of Potato Tubers under Ambient Storage.”
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methods, and major results. However, it could be strengthened by including one or two quantitative highlights (e.g., maximum or minimum PLW values, or storage duration without rottage) to provide readers with a more precise understanding of the findings. The concluding statement could also emphasize the practical application of the research for farmers and seed producers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The experimental design, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and scientifically valid. The use of a split-plot design with replication is suitable for studying multifactorial interactions. The data presentation is clear, and the discussion aligns well with previous research, citing relevant and updated literature. The study’s conclusions logically follow from the results obtained and are presented in a balanced, evidence-based manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are comprehensive, relevant, and include both foundational and current sources. The inclusion of recent studies (2022–2025) enhances the credibility of the work. One suggestion is to include a brief mention of similar studies from regions with comparable climatic conditions, which could broaden the contextual relevance.
	

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


	The English is clear and readable, with scientific terminology correctly applied. Only a few minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are suggested to improve sentence flow and consistency in verb tenses, particularly in the Results and Discussion section. Overall, the manuscript is suitable for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed and informative paper. The presentation of results is neat and supported by logical interpretation. Figures or graphical summaries showing PLW trends or dormancy duration could further enhance reader comprehension. The authors may also consider briefly discussing economic implications of ambient storage for smallholder farmers, which would make the paper more applicable beyond experimental settings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are evident. The research involves only plant materials and conforms to institutional and scientific ethics for agricultural experiments.
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