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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.


	The paper reported systematic morphological characterization based on standardized DUS descriptors so contribute baseline data germplasm management. The comprehensive evaluation contributes on phenotypic diversity within field pea which useful in utilization of genetic resources in breeding programs. The results can support breeders and researchers in selecting distinct parental lines. 
	

	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 comprehensive and include the imply the result but the method and result should be analytical based, not just descriptive.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but should be added with data analysis 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	6 of 15 references old (>10 year), please give more up to date references <5 year
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive morphological evaluation of 57 field pea genotypes using DUS descriptors under field conditions. The topic is relevant to plant breeding, germplasm characterization, and varietal identification. The number of genotypes evaluated is adequate, the experimental design (RCBD) is appropriate, and supported by photographic documentation strengthens trait visualization.  The weaknesses: the manuscript is largely descriptive, with limited analytical depth. The discussion relies heavily on comparison with previous studies rather than providing biological interpretation or breeding-oriented insights.  Revisions are needed to enhance the manuscript’s analytical rigor, clarity.
Comment for each part as follow:

1. Introduction should be arranged from general (global) to specific in India. 
2. The part should identify what is the gap information between existing and ideal information/condition, how the evaluated germplasm differs from previously studied collections? 
3. So please include the analysis for elaborating this research: traits with direct relevance to yield improvement, adaptability, or varietal protection, which the accession is potential as parents, etc.  
4. Method: Using RCBD is appropriate but why using two the replication/block? Please give reasoning for this case.
5. Result and discussion: The statement were most reiterate the agreement with previous results. It should be better adding the explanation about causing biological and genetic variation, what implication for breeding, etc. Tabel is too long, please table should be in one page for each parameter.   
6. Conclusion mainly summarizes observed variation without synthesizing findings, highlighting key traits, or offering recommendations for breeding or future research.
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