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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

In this work, we evoke the importance of choosing the most determining characteristics to guarantee a good quality of
cotton production. Indeed, high quality cotton fiber plays an important role in the textile industry. Regional differences
due to environmental factors, genotype and cultural management lead to variation in fiber characteristics. This work
presents a two-year field experiment that was conducted to reveal intra-regional differences in the Aegean region.
The results of this study clearly demonstrate that although the parameters of length, fineness, strength and color of
the fibers of the different cultivation areas of the Aegean region are within the commercial limits, the number of
wastes posed an important technological problem. Although it is difficult to say that each region produces cotton of
significantly different quality, the fiber quality characteristics of the resulting cotton differ from region to region,
indicating the direct effect of climatic conditions on cotton quality. production. samples from the Petit Méandre and
Soke basins were particularly superior but the Grand Méandre basin had lower fiber quality.

the work is well written only it is necessary to enrich the discussion part with more recent references and more in-
depth interpretations
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