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	The scientific article presented is a fundamental study in the field of genetics and breeding of sowing millet, which is of exceptional importance for agricultural science. The study is distinguished by a clear methodology, depth of scientific analysis and practical orientation.

The research methodology deserves a high appreciation. The authors used modern statistical methods of analysis, explored 30 different genotypes of millet, conducted a comprehensive analysis, including the study of variability, correlation relationships and road analysis. Particular attention is paid to the choice and study of the morphological features of plants.

The scientific novelty of the work is to identify genotypes with the best yields. In particular, the Pusa Composite 701 genotype was highlighted, which demonstrated the highest results in key parameters: grain productivity, length of parcel, its girth and grain mass. The study has established important relationships between the morphological characteristics of plants, which is of fundamental importance for breeding work.

The practical value of the study is not in doubt. The results can be directly implemented in breeding programs. The authors clearly formulated the criteria for improving the yield of millet, highlighting the key features: the number of productive shoots, the length of the parcel, its diameter and biological yield.

However, work has some restrictions. The study is carried out within one region, which narrows the possibility of extrapolation of results. It would be desirable to expand the geography of the study and increase the number of genotypes under study. It would be useful to carry out many years of tests to confirm the stability of the results.

The structure of the article is perfect: clear logic of material presentation, thorough statistical analysis, informative tables and graphics. Particularly valuable are sections devoted to correlation and road analysis, which detail the relationships between different features of plants. Parts of the text, in particular regarding the value of individual features and conclusions, are repeated in different sections with minor changes.

The conclusions of the study have both theoretical and practical importance. The authors have convincingly proved that breeding work should be focused on such indicators as the number of productive shoots, the length of the parcel, its diameter and biological yield.

Recommendations for further research include:

1. Expanding the geography of research

2. The deepening of genetic analysis

3. Conducting comparative tests in different agroclimatic conditions
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