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	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 introduces TJM 2, a high-yielding mustard variety with superior seed and oil yield, early maturity, and disease resistance. It holds significant value for enhancing mustard productivity and reducing India's dependence on edible oil imports.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Trombay Jodhpur Mustard 2 (TJM 2): A high yielding Indian mustard [Brassica juncea (L.) Czern. & Coss.] variety notified for Rajasthan” is informative and relevant. It clearly conveys the subject, crop species, variety name, and geographic focus.
	

	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.


	1. Include the objective: Begin with a brief statement on the need or objective of developing TJM 2 to set context.

· Suggested addition: “To address the need for high-yielding and disease-resistant mustard varieties in Rajasthan...”

2. Clarify trial context: Mention explicitly that yield data is based on multi-location and coordinated trials.

· Improvement: Instead of “in multi-location yield trials,” say “in multi-location trials conducted under AICRP-R&M, Zone II.”

3. Add maturity period: Early maturity is an important agronomic trait that should be highlighted.

· Suggested line: “It matures in 121 days, making it suitable for timely sowing and harvest.”

4. Rephrase SSR details: Condense the molecular marker part slightly for clarity while retaining the core message.

5. Grammar fix: “is resistance to aphids” should be corrected to “is resistant to aphids.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and presents the development and evaluation of the mustard variety TJM 2 in a methodical and evidence-based manner.
Minor Improvements:

Grammatical corrections (e.g., “is resistance to aphids” should be “is resistant to aphids”).

A few transitions and linking phrases could be improved for clarity and flow.

Overall, the manuscript maintains scientific integrity and is well-grounded in experimental evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, but the addition of 2–3 scientific articles—especially on SSR marker use and breeding methods—would further enrich the manuscript’s scientific grounding.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the article is adequate for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor revisions for grammar, clarity, and fluency. The scientific content is clear, but some sentences are either awkwardly structured or grammatically incorrect. Areas for Improvement:

Grammar Corrections:

Example: “TJM 2 is resistance to aphids” should be “TJM 2 is resistant to aphids.”

“The later material was shared…” should be “The material was later shared…”

Avoid redundancy:

Phrases like “variety recorded a significant increase of...” and “percentage increase in yield over…” are repeated; these can be consolidated or rephrased for smoother reading.

Improve fluency in transitions:

Connective phrases between sections (e.g., from results to discussion) could be improved to enhance flow.

Minor formatting issues:

Ensure uniformity in units (e.g., spacing in “5.37g” → “5.37 g”), punctuation, and capitalization in tables and headings.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a valuable contribution to mustard varietal improvement, especially relevant for enhancing oilseed productivity in Rajasthan. The integration of agronomic performance with molecular characterization strengthens the scientific merit of the study. The variety TJM 2 shows consistent yield superiority, disease resistance, and adaptability, making it a promising option for farmers and policy planners.

To further improve the manuscript, the authors may consider:

· Refining the abstract for clarity and structure.

· Making minor grammatical and language corrections.

· Adding 1–2 references on SSR markers and plant breeding methodology for completeness.

Overall, the manuscript is well-organized, data-rich, and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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