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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides clear insights into the direct and indirect contributions of yield-related traits in pearl millet, a crucial crop for food and nutritional security in arid and semi-arid regions. 
By identifying biological yield and harvest index as key determinants of grain yield, the study offers valuable guidance for breeders to prioritize traits in crop improvement programs. 
The findings also highlight the trade-off between fodder and grain yield, which is critical for balancing dual-purpose uses of pearl millet. Overall, this work contributes to developing targeted breeding strategies to enhance productivity and sustainability in pearl millet cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Studies of Path-Coefficient Analysis of Yield Components in Pearl Millet [Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br.]” is clear but a bit repetitive (“Studies of” + “Analysis”). It can be made more concise and impactful.

Here are a few suitable alternatives:

1. “Path-Coefficient Analysis of Yield Components in Pearl Millet [Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br.]”

2. “Direct and Indirect Effects of Yield Components on Grain Yield in Pearl Millet [Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br.]”


	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative and well-structured, but it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and completeness. Here are my suggestions:

Strengths:

· Clearly states the objective (path-coefficient analysis in pearl millet).

· Provides details of materials (15 genotypes, 11 traits).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, valid results, and logically supported conclusions. Minor improvements in clarity and conciseness could enhance readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and support the study, but they are somewhat limited in number and recency. Most references are from 2018–2021, which is fairly recent, but including a few more current studies (2022–2025) on pearl millet yield, path analysis, and breeding strategies would strengthen the manuscrip
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the scientific content accurately, but it could benefit from polishing for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

The manuscript presents a well-designed study on path-coefficient analysis of yield components in pearl millet, addressing an important aspect of crop improvement for semi-arid regions. The research objectives are clear, the methodology is appropriate, and the results are logically analyzed and interpreted. The identification of biological yield and harvest index as key contributors to grain yield provides practical insights for breeders.

The manuscript is scientifically sound and contributes valuable information to the field of pearl millet genetics and breeding. However, minor improvements in language, conciseness, and inclusion of a few recent references could enhance clarity and scholarly impact. Overall, the study is relevant, timely, and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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