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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 (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 manuscript is associated with mutation breeding, but the data presented in the study and the way of representation is not good. There are too many flaws in the study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is not ok. It should be changed as authors are not only presenting cytology of the given plant, some other parameters are also taken in to account.
	

	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 of the title is ok, but the start of the abstract is not good. It should be revised and the grammatical errors should also be removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is ok but if we look at its scientific temperament 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No the refrences are not well organised, they have not been given appropriately. There are too many places where the citation are represent in a wrong way and in the reference section all the references are not following the same style.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Laguage is also weak. It should be revised properly and grammar should be checked through the apps available.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It possess numerous scientific as well as grammatical flaws. The result section is also questionale as the data which has been given are too high in comparison to other studies as well as the authors have not given any detail about selection of the doses.
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	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 detail)

NA
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