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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 manuscript provides valuable insights on how harvest timing influences sugarcane yield and quality. Its findings guide farmers and policymakers in improving productivity and sustainability in sugarcane production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and relevant but lacks specificity about location and varieties. Suggested alternatives provide more context and engagement:

“Influence of Harvesting Age on Yield and Quality of Sugarcane Varieties (PMA-7, PMA-8, PMA-9) in Myanmar”


	

	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.


	Good coverage, streamline the abstract, remove excess methodology, reduce repetition, summarize technical data, shorten long sentences, and clearly highlight the main results. Sharper Emphasis on Key Outcomes. Suggestion : “For optimal yield and sugar quality, these varieties should be harvested at 13 months in Myanmar.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Mostly sound but not yet fully correct as written.  

Clarity on harvest-age definition. Clarify whether ages were scheduled by calendar months (11/12/13) or triggered by a Brix threshold.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript balances classical references for standard sugarcane methods with recent studies (2016–2022) and includes both local (Myanmar) and international sources, ensuring relevance and applicability.
The following references are useful for enriching the introduction and discussion sections: 

1. Zhang, S., Gao, X., Liu, G., Guo, J., Li, X., Yang, K., ... & Kong, Y. (2025). Design and Experimentation of Mountain-type Pre-cutting Sugarcane Planter and Its Key Components Based on DEM. Sugar Tech, 27(2), 595-607.

2. Cursi, D. E., Hoffmann, H. P., Barbosa, G. V. S., Bressiani, J. A., Gazaffi, R., Chapola, R. G., ... & Carneiro, M. S. (2022). History and current status of sugarcane breeding, germplasm development and molecular genetics in Brazil. Sugar Tech, 24(1), 112-133.

3. Desalegn, B., Kebede, E., Legesse, H., & Fite, T. (2023). Sugarcane productivity and sugar yield improvement: Selecting variety, nitrogen fertilizer rate, and bioregulator as a first-line treatment. Heliyon, 9(4).

 Placement:
· Introduction: Cursi (global breeding), Desalegn (variety + management).

· Methods (optional): Zhang (planting technology).

· Discussion: Desalegn (sugar yield), Cursi (future breeding).


	

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


	Yes, However: 
Avoid repeated phraseslike “at both sites”, “in Pyinmana and Nyaungpintha”, and “approximately 13 months” .
Reduce duplicate phrases “All quality parameters improved when harvesting ages were extended from 11 to 13 months. In both locations, harvesting sugarcane at the 13-month age (H3) recorded the highest quality values.”

Wordiness. Simplify :  “was recorded the highest quality values for Brix%, CCS%, and Pol%” could be simplified to “had the highest Brix, CCS, and Pol values.”
Occasional awkward phrasing.: “Resulting in increased cane and sugar yields, the PMA-7 variety displayed high reliability…” Rephrase.
Tense consistency.Improve.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides relevant findings on sugarcane yield and quality across harvesting ages in Myanmar. The study is well-designed, clearly written, and offers practical recommendations for optimal harvest time. It is suitable for publication after minor language and formatting improvements.
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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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