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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	
Importance of the Manuscript: This study contributes meaningfully to tropical crop improvement by presenting field-based phenotypic assessment of Elaeis guineensis genotypes under Sierra Leone’s upland soils. It demonstrates genotype adaptability, yield potential, and trait associations. Minor enhancements will make the study more robust and widely useful.
Title Evaluation: The title is concise and well aligned with the study’s scope. No change required.
Abstract Evaluation: The abstract summarizes key objectives and findings but should include specific numerical values and statistical indicators (e.g., p-values or correlation coefficients) to reinforce clarity and rigor.
Keywords: Oil Palm Breeding, Phenotypic Assessment, Crop Yield Analysis, Genetic Variability, Agronomic Statistics, Breeding Program Evaluation.

Scientific Robustness and Needed Enhancements: 1. Add a short statement on missing data handling (1–2 sentences).
2. Include a small heritability table (H² = ²g/²ph) for main traits.
3. Provide soil and management details (pH, N, P, K, OM, weeding/fertilizer info).
4. Clarify yield gap assumption (why 25 t/ha; show if 20 t/ha changes ranking).
5. Add one concise correlation table for key traits.
6. Add 1–2 recent references (2023–2025) on oil palm breeding.
7. Strengthen recommendation paragraph for breeders/farmers.
References: References are current but should be updated with at least one 2023–2025 citation related to oil palm genetics or yield modeling.
Language and Presentation: The manuscript is clear and suitable for publication. Only light grammatical polishing recommended to improve flow.
Optional/General Comments: Figures should have clearer captions and units. Add a simple field map if available and mention data availability for transparency.



Practical Advice for Quick Improvement
1. Add one small heritability (H²) table for main traits.
2. Insert 2–3 sentences describing soil and management conditions.
3. Update the abstract with quantitative results and p-values.
4. Create a short correlation summary table.
5. Add 1–2 recent references (2023–2025).
6. Reinforce the conclusion with a clear recommendation for farmers/breeders.
These steps can be done in less than a day and will make the chapter richer and more impactful.



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	






Reviewer details:
Muhammed Adeiza Abdulrazaq, Nigeria

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
