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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 manuscript well addresses the importance and potential of the developed R-line of pearl millet. The research evaluates heterosis for 12 yield and agronomic traits and may offer breeders to develop better performing cultivars in future.   
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	Yes, the title is suitable. Authors' names and affiliations are missing. 
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	An abstract is preferred to include information in the order of background, objectives, methodology, results and conclusion in brief. 
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. I suggest including statistical information, such as the software used.
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	References are not sufficient in number. The author can include recent references from the past 10 years. Most of the references are dated before 2015.
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	Language needs to be improved; numerous grammatical mistakes are present. The author can simplify sentences into concise statements. 
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