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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Cotton is an important economic crop, and conducting SSR molecular marker research is crucial.
Although SSR technology is somewhat ‘outdated,’ it remains an efficient and straightforward method.

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

Yes

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.

Yes

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

More experimental data is needed to support the conclusions.

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

Minor REVISION comments Yes

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

Optional/General comments

Reviewer Comments:

Detailed Primer Sequence Information:

It is recommended that the manuscript include the detailed primer sequences used in each PCR
reaction. This will help readers better understand the specific experimental procedures and improve the
transparency and reproducibility of the research.

Regarding Primer Selection for RHH1007:
Why didn't you test more primers for RHH1007? Given that no suitable polymorphic primers were
identified, further screening could potentially enhance the accuracy of the analysis for this hybrid.

Figure Citation in the Main Text:

The figure should be properly cited in the main text. For example, ‘Fig 1’ should be explicitly referenced
at the appropriate point in the text to help readers better connect the figures with the corresponding
content.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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