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	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.


	This study provides valuable insight into the correlation and path analysis of red rice traits in Himachal Pradesh. It identifies key yield-contributing traits such as biological yield and harvest index, supporting selection strategies for varietal improvement. The work is relevant for plant breeders aiming to enhance red rice productivity and nutritional value. It contributes to genetic improvement and conservation of local rice genotypes.
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