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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 article can help the scientific community on taking further trials on zonal level regarding the genotypes used. This might help the farming community to grow region suitable varieties and thereby increase the productivity even under moisture stressed condition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The word “Physiological Characterization” is not that suitable as only RWR is studied here. But there are still other parameters that can give a broad understanding on the topic. So, I think that “Morphological Characterization” is enough and would justify the article in a better way. 
	

	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.


	Abstract is sufficient for the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. But, certain references are missing in references topic;
1. Masood Ali and Shivkumar, 2001
2. Arnon (1980)
Extra reference: Jukanti et al., 2012

“et al” should be in italics format.
	

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


	Yes, good. Sentences framed are really good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Scientific name should be in italic format. Align the article for justification. It will look good. Mention from which table the data has been referred from in results and discussion part. This will give more weightage to the authors paper. Table alignment not good. Table title not properly mentioned above the respective tables. Table 11. title missing. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


Reviewer details:

Raagavalli K, Kuvempu University, India

Created by: EA
              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


