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	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.
	The manuscript “Assessment of Genotypic Variability in Grain Quality and Physical Characteristics of White Oat (Avena sativa L.)” is interesting. However, significant revisions must be made, especially regarding the lack of discussion and recent references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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 abstract should be divided into Aims, Study design, Methodology, Results, and Conclusions as a guideline for authors.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a lack of discussion of data in the RESULT AND DISCUSSION section. 

Please correct the formula below: 
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Please add a statistical analysis to Table 2


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are many old references such as Yemm and Willis, 1954; Miller 1959; Dubois et al., 1956; Lowry’s method 1951; Hofmann et al. (1995) and Doehlert et al. (1999).


	

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


	Some language error is observed, such as 23.4 Total sugars content; H2SO4; Microsoft excel 2010. Oat    
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ruttiros Khonkarn, Chiang Mai University, Thailand
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

