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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.


	The manuscript is of importance to the scientific community as it investigates and provides information on the trait interrelationships governing yield and nut quality in walnut (Juglans regia L.). The findings can play an important role in identifying traits useful in walnut improvement programs. The large number of genotypes as well as the traits considered also serves as an baseline for future studies and helps in making trait selection more efficient as the most promising traits will be the ones future studies will concentrate on.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too generic. I would suggest sometime like, “Correlation analysis of vegetative and flowering traits with yield and kernel quality in walnut (Julans regia L.)
	

	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 somewhat weak as it lacks enough detail on the location of the study, design and data collection methods. Also, though it gives the findings they are communicated purely statistically without translating this into more useful language showing the study’s practical implications.
I think if the author would address these it would be adequate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I find the manuscript lacking in methodological rigor making replicate very difficult. The manuscript does not give the experimental layout of the orchard. Give not information on replications, hoe trees on which measurements were taken were selected (sample selection), it doesn’t describe in adequate detail measurement protocols. The is no information as to the type of correlation used (Pearson or Spearman), no statistical package or software is identified. There is no detail given as to whether data assumptions for the statistical analyses used were tested.
I find the captions for both the table and figure in adequate. They should provide more detail. The heat map, though visually appealing might not be the best especially in print. Limiting the correlation matrix to significant relationships might be more effective as it is less demanding on the reader.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are adequate though more recent articles in the field might add value. Citing a 1985 article when discussing statistical analysis doesn’t inspire confidence when the reader is expecting a statistical software and package.
	

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


	There are a few typos and grammar issues, but the language is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think the manuscript address and important issue and present interesting finds, but it needs major revision on methodology which is the ground upon which scientific enquiry is based.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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