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	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.


	The paper is associated with assessing the combining ability for yield and its attributing traits in maize crosses between different inbred lines. This study identified superior inbreds and hybrid combinations based on per se performance and combining ability analysis which would further help in yield improvement in maize by means of hybrid development and other breeding strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.
	The abstract is suitable and exhaustive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The results of the study have not been adequately supported by relevant literature. Latest and relevant literature must be included in the paper.
	

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


	The language requires to be revised and made more clear in certain sections of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound with respect to the statistical analysis and experimental design. However, the Results section is presented in a confusing manner at several points. Certain paragraphs appear to contradict each other, which reduces clarity. The Discussion section also requires substantial improvement, as it does not adequately interpret the results in light of existing literature. Although the tables are well-prepared and informative, the key findings of the study are not clearly emphasized in the text. The results should be presented more coherently, with a clear logical flow, and supported by relevant references. Furthermore, the significant achievements and contributions of the study need to be highlighted more effectively in the Discussion. Overall, major revisions are necessary in the Results and Discussion sections to enhance clarity, consistency, and scientific impact.
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