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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 work is an excellent example of useful applied science. It combines: An important practical question (selection for climate resilience).
A robust and modern analytical method (HCPC).
Interpretable results that bridge statistics and biology. Direct added value for the agricultural community.
	

	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.
	Yes
	

	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.
	Yes ;
Check the reference "Ayala et al., 2014" in the bibliography. It discusses
lipid peroxidation, which seems irrelevant to the context in which it is cited (perhaps a citation error).
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	Inconsistency in the Results: The document mentions an automatic partitioning into 3 groups based on inertia, but the rest of the document (results, discussion, conclusion, tables) deals with 2 clusters. It is absolutely necessary to: Either correct the text to state that you have identified 2 clusters after review, or

Restructure all the analyses and discussions around 3 clusters if that is the result you are presenting.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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