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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Pigeonpea (Cajanus cajan (L.) Millsp.) holds significant agricultural importance in India, ranking second only to chickpea among pulse crops contributing to nutritional security. 

This research work helps to research community in understanding the gene effect of various yield and its attributes. The studied gene actions for different traits will be basic step in deciding the breeding programme for further improvement based on the gene action.

Gene effects studied in this study will give idea to pigeonpea scientific community to understand the gene action controlling the trait and to decide the suitable  breeding method.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is suitable
	

	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 of the manuscripts should be written in comprehensive and precise manner indicating major portions of abstract should explain the key findings of the experiments as per the Journal standards. 

In Abstracts, contents related to materials and methods like details on fertilizer concentrations and replication and data analysis should be deleted as suggested. Only key findings of the experiments can be explained in abstracts in understandable simple manner
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct but analysis and tables for explain the results are sufficient and have actual analysed data tables 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Results of the experiments should be supported with the recent references atleast > 2010 year laters. The more references should be included in supporting the claims. 

2. More supporting reference in line with the results should be included in the results and discussion sections. Suggests to addition of references supporting the experiments

References : Reference of the manuscripts should be written as per the Journal formats. Mentioned references in the manuscript have to properly arranged as per journal standards. Mentioned references must be incorporated. 
	

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


	English language and quality of English of the article is not much suitable for scholarly communications and publications in the journal. However, English language of this articles has to be improved before publication of this article.
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