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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.


	 This manuscript treated scientifically way to establish interaction between environmental factors on studied crop yield components. Correlation analysis provides information about association of plant characters and therefore, leads to a directional model for yield prediction. Path coefficient analysis quantifies the interrelationships between different components of phenotypic and genotypic parameters and their direct and indirect effects on grain yield.. Application of Path- analysis in determining the independent variables in the construction of production function allows to identify the most significant of them and the nature of their interaction in forming the productivity of individual plants. Path- analysis has advantages in terms of assessment of the factors and influences the prognostic results than classical statistical methods. Production function analysis has advantages in the yield of agricultural crops not only because it allows establishing relationships but is also valued and key indicators such as average and marginal efficiency coefficient of elasticity and production rate alternative variables.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Title corresponded with contain of this type of scientifically articles.
	

	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 include with clear structure, aim of the study, using methods, design of the experiments and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 From understanding of the target and perfect analysis of the results as: confirmation of interaction between highest positive correlation direct effects on yield of pods / plant and 100-seed weight to produce highest grain yield. These results approved the same tendency from using other references. By this analysis, authors show scientifically capacity to recommend many new methods to improve breeding program of studied crop. These results gave a clear, evidence based roadmap to accelerate yield in this crop.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 They are sufficient, but its valuable to add following others as:Review CORRELATION AND PATH ANALYSIS OF INTERACTION BETWEEN SNAP BEANS YIELD AND ITS COMPONENTS WITH CROP MANAGEMENT. March 2021Trakia Journal of Sciences 19(1):86-96

DOI:10.15547/tjs.2021.01.014 Authors: Nidal Shaban University of Forestry
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/350439392_Review_CORRELATION_AND_PATH_ANALYSIS_OF_INTERACTION_BETWEEN_SNAP_BEANS_YIELD_AND_ITS_COMPONENTS_WITH_CROP_MANAGEMENT
2.ANALYSIS OF THE CORRELATION AND REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF THE INTERACTION BETWEEN YIELD AND SOME PARAMETERS OF SNAP BEANS PLANTS. January 2005Authors:Nidal Shaban University of Forestry
Trakia Journal of Sciences, Vol. 3, No. 6, pp 27-31, 2005

	

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


	 Agree with using scientifically language in such articles.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Usefully approach to future breeders, as clear and scientifically discussion and conclusions. Very clear figure and tables.
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