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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.
	Though many research works have been performed already in the same field as well as on the same plant and similar results have also been reported with minor differences. But the manuscript holds a background of application and reliability of mutation breeding in the filed of science at present. Authors should also mention some keypoints about the importance of their work in the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is ok.
	

	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.
	Abstract is ok.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is good and very well formatted but lacks some of the scientific tempraments which needs to be improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not, sufficient, many references are not well organised and well represented in the text as well as in refrence section. Too many references has not been given even when the data or sentences has been used.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Too many grammatical errors are there. The paper needs a proper revision as well as its language should be checked through different softwares to keep it free of flaws associated with it.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Too much introduction about the name of plant has been given which seems unnecessary.
A few details about EMS as a product are missing.

Chlorform is banned then how the authors has used the same in the study.

Images of the anomalies as well as normal meiotic conditions should be provided which is missing. The method to capture the same should be mentioned in the methodology section.

Data representation and their defense is weak in  the result and discussion section. Some of the current works should be cited to express the relevance of the given work.
Overall the paper is good but needs major improvements as well authors should mention the relevance of the study too inside the manuscript.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 details)
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