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	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.


	Article emphasizes on the genetic variability of pigeonpea with respect to quantitative and qualitative traits like 1000 seed weight, cooking quality and moisture content. This article will be useful for pigeonpea scientists to further incorporate superior lines into the breeding program. Superior varieties from the study will aid in development of best cultivars. It paves way to shed more light into quality traits which is commendable.
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	The experiment is scientifically conducted and the article is well presented 
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	The article is good and comprehensive. More efforts to be laid out for references section, as many minor corrections are there
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Suma Krishnappa, University of Agricultural Sciences, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

