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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 study examined and generated knowledge on the biochemical attributes of Walnut (Juglans regia L.) Genotypes from Jammu and Kashmir, India. Its findings will be useful in guiding design and implememtation of conservation and commercialisation programmes for the species in the said region. The information presneted also adds to the body of knowledge on the species genetic and biochemical variability.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 sufficient
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct however, there are some ommissions in the methodology and results presentations, that should be addressed before the manuscript can meet the standard for publication. 

Protocol followed in data collection in the field needs to be discribed, for now the methodology is too summarised. 

The study area, including sites where data was collected needs to be discribed and a GIS map generated and included in the manuscript.  It is very important to discribve the environment conditions of each local collecton site as, the results and in discussion, the author indicates possible environmental influence. 

Results are too sumarised, there is need for presentation of more results bring in the diferent sites of sampling, sample size per site and variability within and among individuals sampled from the different sites. 

The author could also have at least one or two hypothesis to guide his presentation and discussion
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None detected however, the author needs to include ethical considerations obeserved in his methodology. For now it is not presented. 
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