Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_137195

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Multivariate analysis in chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) cultivars

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it highlights the extent of genetic variability present in the breeding materials and  provide information  regarding  genetically diverse parents for used in future hybridization programs. This genetic diversity approach effectively quantifies genetic divergence and establishes clustering patterns in relation to geographical origin. Additionally Principal component analysis method (PCA) method has been applied to select criteria based on grain yield and its components should must be taken into consideration in selecting desirable germplasm. The knowledge of relationship among grain yield components and relative weight age that should be given to different components to obtain maximum grain yield.
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	Genetic variability and diversity analysis  for grain yield and its component traits in chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.)
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	Abstract of the article require correction. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, based on standard genetic principles, proper experimental design, and logical data interpretation. With minor corrections in formatting, clarity, and consistency, it is suitable for academic publication.
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	The manuscript’s language is not acceptable as it requires moderate editing to improve grammar, clarity, and scholarly readability. It has written just like thesis. A round of professional English editing or author revision is recommended before submission to a peer-reviewed journal.
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