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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.


	The results clearly demonstrate the presence of considerable genetic variability, with UHF Pea-67 showing superiority over the check variety, particularly for yield-related traits. The close association between PCV and GCV confirms that most of the variation is genetically controlled, validating the reliability of direct selection. Overall, the study provides valuable insights for pea improvement programs and supports the role of variability studies in developing high-yielding and resilient cultivars.
The study effectively highlights the presence of wide genetic variability with high heritability and genetic gain for yield-related traits, indicating ample scope for selection and genetic improvement. The strong positive correlations and path analysis outcomes provide a clear understanding of the direct and indirect contributors to pod yield, strengthening the reliability of trait-based selection. 

The identification of superior genotypes is valuable, as these can serve as potential parents in future breeding programmes aimed at enhancing yield and associated horticultural traits.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, there was a significant heterogeneity found in the study of 26 pea genotypes across 13 parameters, suggesting that breeding programs had ample room for selection and improvement. The identification of superior genotypes is valuable, as these can serve as potential parents in future breeding programmes aimed at enhancing yield and associated horticultural traits.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references are present based on content citations. It can be altered (addition highlighted with PINK colour and removal marked in RED)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Its good and can also be improved.
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