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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.


	The research underscores the importance of genetic variability in pea genotypes for selecting high-yield, adaptable varieties to boost productivity and sustainability. It identifies promising genotypes like UHF Pea-67, UHF Pea-68, and UHF Pea-79, providing a basis for breeding programs targeting improved pod yield, pod number, and disease resistance. The study highlights genetic evaluation as key to overcoming low pea productivity, enhancing food security, and promoting sustainable agriculture..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the study’s scope and objectives
	

	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 clear and well-organized but would benefit from greater conciseness, incorporation of key quantitative results (such as heritability values), and a stronger emphasis on the study’s novelty to improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific validity with a robust RCBD design evaluating 26 genotypes plus a control, and employs appropriate statistical analyses (PCV, GCV, heritability, correlation, path analysis). It draws well-supported conclusions, identifying high-heritability traits and promising genotypes (UHF Pea-67, 68, 79). To enhance rigor, inclusion of raw data/ANOVA tables, clarification of environmental controls, and comparison to existing literature are recommended. Minor grammar and unit consistency revisions are also suggested.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate for a traditional genetic variability study but would benefit from the inclusion of recent genomics and climate-resilience research to better align with contemporary breeding approaches.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language and English quality are generally appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear technical descriptions and logical flow. However, minor edits such as reducing wordiness, standardizing terminology, correcting article usage, and refining awkward phrasing would improve readability and professionalism. A final proofread by a native speaker or editing tool is recommended to enhance clarity and conciseness, aligning the text with high-impact journal standards.
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	Tthere is no ethical issue in the manuscript)
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