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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	Genetic variability parameters, correlation and path analysis assists breeders by providing insights on inheritance and inter-relationship of plant traits which subsequently comes to use in indirect selection. The current research may assist breeders in aforesaid manner.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title can be more concise.
	

	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.
	There are incomplete sentences. Writing lacks coherence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct but lacks at various levels. There are many syntax errors, incomplete sentences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be updated, especially where rice production data is mentioned.
	

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


	Needs improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Revise the abstract to improve clarity. Check the corrections/comments given in manuscript file.

Rewrite the materials and methods, please make it complete.

Results section is mostly ust the data already presented in table. Please keep only key results and discuss it properly.

Discussion is poor and repetitive.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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:

Aditya Pratap Singh, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

