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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.


	· Yes indeed. I must confess that I actually learnt some points from the manuscript. Good job.
· Yes, a manuscript could be important for the scientific community due to following aspects: 1) Reginal adaptation 2) crop improvement 3) Resource allocation 4) Resilience to climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Yes, it's pretty much a standard title. It clearly communicates the study's focus: investigating trait relationships and their influence on yield in improved rice varieties using correlation and path coefficient analysis.
	

	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, the abstract is good but could be improved by being more concise and explicitly stating the methodology

i. While the paper mentions about both correlation and path coefficient analysis, it lacks detail on results of correlation analysis.
ii. The numbers (1.148, 1.08, 0.287, etc.) are presented without context. Are these correlation coefficients, path coefficients, or something else? Specifying the units (e.g., "path coefficient values") would improve clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Very correct and sound.
· Place (Salihi et al., 2024) before the sentence.
· Grammatical errors in the first sentence of the Materials and methods section. 

· Mention the number of traits in number instead of mentioning like different number of traits.

· Mention the software used for statistical analysis.

· Mention about the source of the germplasm

· Codes for the characters mentioned at the bottom of the table is not standard way of presentation (Should not be in table format).

· Rare typographical errors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	6. The references are recent and very accurate. 
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paper is good
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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