Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_144905

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Unraveling Genetic Variability for Yield and its Component Traits under Terminal Drought Conditions in Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.)

	Type of the Article
	Research


	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance of key yield traits in chickpea under drought and non-stress conditions. It identifies traits controlled by additive gene action, guiding breeders in selecting high-yielding, drought-tolerant varieties. The study also highlights the influence of environmental factors on trait expression, supporting strategies for resilient chickpea cultivation and contributing to sustainable agriculture and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable

	

	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 generally comprehensive as it clearly summarizes the background, objective, materials and methods, key findings, and implications of the study. It mentions the number of genotypes studied, the traits analyzed, variability parameters, heritability, genetic advance, and the importance of additive gene action for selection, which are the core aspects of the research.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references are sufficient
	

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


	Yes it is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Refer a research manuscript. 
· Add the list of genotypes used in the research.

· Add the best performing genotypes in the result.

· Add formulas in the statistical analysis.

· The manuscript lacks proper mention and characterization of the individual genotypes evaluated in the study. While the number of genotypes and checks is specified, their names, origins, and performance patterns are not clearly presented in the results and discussion. Inclusion of this information is crucial, as it allows readers to identify promising lines and directly apply the findings in breeding programs. The authors are advised to provide a detailed table or description of the genotypes along with their comparative performance under stress and non-stress conditions, which would significantly improve the scientific value and practical relevance of the manuscript.
Key Features of a Well-Written Results Section
1. Logical flow:
· Begin with general observations (e.g., ANOVA significance).

· Move to specific trait-wise findings.

· End with overall patterns and key highlights.

2. Use of Tables and Figures:
· Present numerical data in well-organized tables with means, ranges, and significance levels.

· Use graphs/figures (bar charts, boxplots, violin plots) to visualize variability and highlight major trends.

· Avoid repeating the same data in both table and figure unless necessary.

3. Text should highlight findings, not repeat raw data:
· Instead of restating numbers from the table, summarize the trend (e.g., “High variability was observed for pods per plant and seed yield, while days to flowering showed low variation.”).

· Mention only key values that support conclusions.

4. Trait-wise summary:
· Report which traits had high/medium/low PCV, GCV, heritability, and genetic advance.

· Identify traits with additive vs. non-additive gene action.

· Highlight which traits are most promising for selection.

5. Link to objectives:
· Results should directly address the study objectives (e.g., identifying drought-tolerant traits/genotypes).
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