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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.
	Oat is gaining lot of importance because of its health benefits. The study is well designed to study variability among the genotypes to use them in the breeding programmes to develop superior varieties.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but, if possible, its better to use as ‘Assessment of Genotypic Variability in White Oat (Avena sativa L.) genotypes for Grain Quality and Physical Characteristics.


	

	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 is loaded with too much of data and some sentences can be merged into a single sentence to make abstract crisper
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, correct, statistically analysed and well presented but the procedures for physical parameters like grain length, weight, husk weight etc are missing in the material and methods part. It is needed how those parameters were estimated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference cited are of older years. Try to include some recent references if available. Many of the references mentioned in the text are missing in the reference section and some references cited in reference part are not seen in the main text. So please go through reference once. 
	

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


	Yes, well written
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Mentioned as figures in results and discussion but no where seen the figures in the manuscript
· Discussion references are of older years, try to add recent year references if available

· Table 1 needs to check once

· Grammatical and typographical errors need to be taken care

· Reference part has to be check before finalizing the script
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	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)

No
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