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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and timely overview of genome editing technologies with particular emphasis on agricultural applications and the Indian regulatory framework. It systematically traces the evolution from meganucleases to CRISPR/Cas systems, including advanced tools such as base and prime editing, making it valuable for researchers, plant breeders, and policymakers. The inclusion of recently released genome-edited rice varieties in India enhances its translational relevance and demonstrates real-world implementation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant but somewhat broad and generic.
	

	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.


	· Reduce slightly repetitive statements about precision and crop improvement.

· Clarify wording such as “This is critical in era of climate change” → “This is particularly critical in the era of climate change.”

· Consider including 1–2 quantitative indicators (e.g., yield improvement percentages) to enhance impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Include a short comparative table summarizing efficiency, specificity, cost, and delivery challenges of ZFNs, TALENs, and CRISPR.

· Add a brief section on limitations such as delivery barriers in monocots vs dicots.

· Expand discussion on off-target detection methods (e.g., whole-genome sequencing, GUIDE-seq).

· Ensure uniform terminology (e.g., consistent use of CRISPR/Cas9 vs CRISPR–Cas9).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Typographical and formatting issues
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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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