Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_142888

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	COMBINING ABILITY STUDIES IN PEARL MILLET

	Type of the 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.


	It is a very useful title for the researchers and scientists to obtain the maximum yield of pearl millet. Which will be helpful to overcome the food shortage and obaining required yield and growth. It will also help the breeders to obtain the best trait as well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the research article is very ordinary. It must be improved. I would like to suggest the following title.

Genetic Analysis of Combining Ability in Pearl Millet (Pennisetum glaucum) for Enhanced Yield and Agronomic Traits
	

	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 is not comprehensive. The results are not mentioned briefly. At least there should be added 4-5 lines for describing the results. A single parameter cannot elaborate the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some scientifically errors which must be corrected. Methodology of the manuscript is not detailed and also lacking references. There is only one reference mentioned in materials and methods section which is not enough. Further there is no diagram added in the manuscript which is deteriorating the quality of the manuscript. Add figures and graphs to elaborate the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	NO. There are just mentioned 14 references which are not enough for a good quality research article. So there should be added at least 35-40 references from the recent past years.
	

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


	Language is acceptable but some grammatical errors are found which should be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research article contains major revisions which must be revised. Some points are mentioned in above sections which declines the quality of the research article should be improved. Thoroughly study the research article and try to improve it according to the above mentioned errors and mistakes.
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