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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 offers significant insights into genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance in garden pea genotypes, enhancing knowledge for pea breeding programs.  It identifies promising genotypes for pod yield and other traits, providing practical applications for improving crop productivity.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but could be more concise and specific. An alternative title could be: "Genetic Variability, Heritability, and Selection Potential in Garden Pea (Pisum sativum L. var. hortense).


	

	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 informative but could be more structured. It summarizes the study’s objectives, methods, and key findings but lacks clarity on the practical implications of the results.

Suggestions:  

Add a sentence on the practical implications of high heritability and genetic advance for breeding programs.  

Remove  repetitive details, such as listing specific traits twice (e.g., high phenotypic variation and high heritability sections).  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with appropriate experimental design (Randomized Block Design) and statistical methods. However, some areas need clarification:  

i. The methodology for selecting the 25 genotypes is not detailed, which could affect reproducibility.  

ii. The discussion could better integrate findings with existing literature to strengthen scientific validity.  

iii. Minor inconsistencies, such as the unexplained inclusion of 23 characters in Tables 2 and 3 but 20 in Table 4, need correction.
	

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

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


	The language is generally clear but requires improvement for scholarly standards. Issues include:  

i. Grammatical errors, e.g., "To rays healthy crops" should be "To raise healthy crops" under Materials and methods 

ii. Inconsistent terminology, e.g., "T.S.S." is not defined initially at first mention.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured but would benefit from clearer connections between results and their implications for breeding programs. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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