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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study is particularly important for maize producers, as it provides a deeper understanding of the genetic basis of chlorophyll meter (SPAD) readings and their correlation with grain yield in maize. It identifies promising hybrids with high performance and stability across different seasons, and sheds light on the nature of the genetic action controlling these traits.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally appropriate as it is clear, direct and summarises the content of the chapter.
	

	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 summary is good and reflects a comprehensive and systematic study to evaluate single hybrids using several seasons and physiological tools (chlorophyll meter readings) and production traits. It clearly illustrates the complexity of grain yield and the importance of chlorophyll as an indicator of plant nutritional status, especially nitrogen. It also discusses the role of added and non-added genetic actions in controlling the traits studied and provides clear recommendations on the use of the results in plant breeding programmes and applied strategies such as hybridisation, relative breeding and population improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically and technically sound. The methodology (design, procedures, measurements) is clearly described. Statistical analyses (analysis of variance, correlation coefficient, hybrid vigour) are appropriate and correctly applied. The results are presented with statistical support (mean values, standard errors, significance levels) and the discussion links the results to the previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Generally good and covers the topic  but : - The references in the introduction are outdated. Please add new references.

	

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

	
The summary is generally acceptable for understanding the scientific content, with a note on errors such as the translation of the words "Rabi" and "Kharif." !!!  Please ensure the translation is accurate rather than literal.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

The manuscript is scientifically strong and technically sound and makes a valuable contribution to its field. The required revisions are primarily editorial improvements and not fundamental methodological or interpretative changes. After addressing the minor language and reference points mentioned above, the manuscript will be ready for publication.
Authors are requested to review the citations listed for the year 2025 to ensure their accuracy. Additionally,
I recommend that the text be reviewed by a specialist in English with a scientific background or by a 
professional language editing service to improve grammatical and stylistic fluency.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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