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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Correlation analysis helps determine the degree and direction of association between grain yield and its contributing traits. This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it highlights the extent and nature of inter-relationship between seed yield and its contributing traits and also among themselves, to identify traits for increasing the efficiency of both direct and indirect selection for yield improvement.. A significant positive correlation suggests that selecting for a particular trait will likely improve yield jn red rice genotypes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Correlation and path coefficient analysis yield and its components traits in Red Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Himachal Pradesh
	

	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, abstract of the article is comprehensive. An Introduction should be concise and provide a clear overview of the topic, its context and the rationale. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, based on standard genetic principles, proper experimental design, and logical data interpretation. With minor corrections in formatting, clarity, and consistency, it is suitable for academic publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient to support of the results. The reference not mentioned in the manuscript should be deleted.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is not acceptable as it requires moderate editing to improve grammar, clarity, and scholarly readability. A round of professional English editing or author revision is recommended before submission to a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Accept with minor revision. Add the ANOVA table in the manuscript. Also correct the title of the table.
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