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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.


	Menthol mint, Mentha arvensis L.is an important aromatic crop with various economically important uses. Since mutation breeding creates genetic variability, the scientific community can use it as a tool for the development of varieties suited to the different agro-climatic zones of Karnataka, thereby paving the path to make the cultivation of the crop a viable option for the farming community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title-Exploiting mutant variability in Menthol mint, Mentha arvensis L for improved agronomic and quality traits
	

	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.


	Significance of ANOVA for the traits under study should be stated in short. How the mutant lines are superior to the parents should be mentioned. One line about design and replication should be written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Results of ANOVA should be stated under the sub heading Results instead of Conclusion 

2. High standard error has been recorded for the data fresh plant weight (9 g/plant)

3. Comparison with  the check (parent) varieties will give a clearer picture about the level of improvement in terms of the economically important traits

4. Corrections/modifications required are stated in the side bar

5. Discussion  on the quality traits may be more comprehensive and be given under separate heading.
6. Conclusion should be rewritten in a comprehensive and informative manner.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Two references (Aswani….. 2021; Chandrakala….. 2022) not found/cited in text. In contrast one citation (Rekha…2014)  given in the text is not found in reference section.
2. Some more recent references (2024, 2025 or after 2020) may be added.
3. Discussions on quality parameters may be supplemented with additional  references
	

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


	Reframing of sentences should be done as and where suggested to improve the visibility of the results. Some grammatical/typographical mistakes may be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

G C Bora, Assam Agricultural University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

