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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.


	This work explores the genetic variability in traditional red rice genotypes from Himachal Pradesh, which have largely been overlooked despite their local importance. The results offer useful direction for breeders looking to enhance traits like yield and stress resilience in hill agriculture. By bringing attention to these underutilized landraces, the study supports both conservation and development of region specific rice improvement strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, just capitalize the word “Red” and use “Among” instead of “in”

Alternate one would be “Assessment of Genetic Variability and Heritability Among Red Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Genotypes from 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.


	The abstract provides a good overview of the study, but it would benefit from the clearer opening that explains briefly why Red rice genotypes from the state are worth evaluating.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, claims related to divergence should be stated more cautiously, as supporting analysis like clustering, are not included.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but many are outdated. Also, the format of references is mixed. It would be better to use a single reference format.
	

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


	A thorough language edit is recommended. I have corrected most of the grammatical mistakes and other such corrections to be made have been mentioned in the added comments.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have made the necessary corrections and suggestions directly in the manuscript using the Track Changes feature. The edited version is attached for your reference.

Corrections need to be made in the manuscript. (have been mentioned in the reviewed manuscript)
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