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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.


	This study was conducted during the late kharif season of 2020 at the Agriculture Research Station, Gangavathi, located in the Hyderabad–Karnataka region. The experiment aimed to assess genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance among 120 rice (Oryza sativa L.) genotypes

The study evaluated a set of agronomic and yield-related traits. These included days to 50% flowering, days to maturity, plant height, total number of tillers per hill, number of productive tillers per hill, flag leaf length, panicle length, panicle weight, total number of spikelets per panicle, number of filled grains per panicle, panicle fertility, test weight (1000-seed weight), grain yield per plant, kernel length, kernel breadth, and kernel length/breadth ratio. Data were analyzed using analysis of variance (ANOVA) and genetic parameter estimates, including genotypic coefficient of variation (GCV), phenotypic coefficient of variation (PCV), broad-sense heritability, and genetic advance as percent of mean.
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	The article has comprehensive abstract.
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	The references are sufficient and recent.
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	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	There are no competing interest issues in this manuscript.
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