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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 is valuable to researchers and growers as it explores the potential of breeding programs to improve the nutritional quality of Brassica vegetables by selecting genotypes with increased calcium and magnesium levels. Genetic variation in Ca and Mg accumulation is well documented in cruciferous vegetables (Brassica). There is considerable diversity among species and subtaxa, with crops such as cabbage and kale typically exhibiting higher Ca levels, while others, including broccoli, often exhibit lower Ca but intermediate Mg concentrations. This diversity provides potential for targeted breeding and biofortification strategies aimed at improving the nutritional quality of Brassica vegetables.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately identifies the contents of the manuscript.
	

	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 a brief, comprehensive summary of the contents of the manuscript. 

In this section, it can be pointed out that broccoli exhibits a comparatively low calcium concentration (2.09 mg·g⁻¹ DW), while the magnesium level (1.30 mg·g⁻¹ DW) is close to the calculated average value (1.34 mg·g⁻¹ DW).

In the Abstract, as well as in the Conclusion section, it would be more appropriate to specify the crop type before the genotype name, for example, “cabbage genotypes BC 76, Hari Rani Gol”  instead of “BC 76, Hari Rani Gol”, and “broccoli genotypes NS 50, Hybrid No.-2” instead of “NS 50, Hybrid No.-2”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results presented in the manuscript are consistent with previous studies demonstrating the influence of genetic factors on mineral accumulation and nutritional quality of Brassica vegetables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is adequate and appropriate for the needs of the study.
In the References section, the source “United States Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service (2011). USDA National Nutrient Database for Standard Reference, Release 24, Nutrient Data Laboratory Home Page” is listed twice.

The source “Thomson, C. A., Newton, T. R., Graver, E. J., Jackson, K. A., Reid, P. M., Hartz, V. L., Cussler, E. C., & Hakim, L. A. (2007). Cruciferous vegetable intake questionnaire improved cruciferous vegetable intake estimates. Journal of the American Dietetic Association, 107(4), 631–643” is not cited in the text.
	

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


	The English language used in the manuscript is clear and appropriate for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the Introduction section, it would be useful to include examples illustrating the genetic diversity of calcium and magnesium concentrations in vegetables.

In the Results and Discussion section, the clustering analysis should be based on 47 genotypes rather than the 51 Brassica accessions currently included. The data presented in Table 1 for Brassica vegetables - Cauliflower (14), Cabbage (20), Broccoli (4), and Chinese cabbage (5) should be excluded from the cluster analysis.

In the Material and methods section, the authors state that Duncan’s multiple range test was used for statistical analysis. To improve the readability of the tables (Tables 1-5), the corresponding letters (e.g. “a”, “b”, “c”) can be added after each mean value.
The citations (Tapas et al., 2024; Zaman et al., 2022) should be reordered chronologically.
In the Results and Discussion section, the full citation “Institute of Medicine, Food and Nutrition Board, 1999” should be used instead of the abbreviation “IMFNB, 1999”.
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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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