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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 contributes important, actionable knowledge for maize breeders and the wider plant-science community by quantifying genetic variability and trait–yield relationships in a large, diversity-rich CAAM panel evaluated across two contrasting seasons. By identifying structural and ear traits (e.g., stem diameter, leaf area, plant height, ears per plant, and ear weight) that show consistently high heritability and strong associations with green fodder yield, the study supplies robust, easily measurable selection indices that can accelerate breeding for high-biomass, fodder-oriented cultivars. The two-season evaluation also provides valuable insight into seasonal sensitivity and G×E patterns, informing selection strategies aimed at climate resilience and stability of fodder production. Overall, the findings strengthen the scientific basis for indirect selection of fodder yield, support more efficient resource allocation in breeding programs, and offer a useful dataset and analytical framework for follow-up genetic and physiological studies.
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	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 comprehensive, but it would benefit from being more concise and focused. At present, it contains too many numerical details, which may overwhelm readers and distract from the main findings. I suggest retaining only the most important results and simplifying the presentation of GCV, PCV, and heritability values. Adding a brief statement on the study’s novelty and practical implications would also strengthen the abstract. Overall, a shorter and more streamlined abstract will improve clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, and the methods used for assessing genetic variability and trait relationships are appropriate for the research objectives. However, a few technical issues require clarification—particularly the treatment of genotype effects, interpretation of heritability, some unit inconsistencies, and the lack of a combined seasonal analysis. Once these points are addressed, the scientific accuracy and strength of the manuscript will be considerably improved.
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