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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 entitled “Heterosis and inbreeding depression for yield and quality traits in chill (Capsicum annum L.)” is considering the importance of heterosis and inbreeding depression in chilli. This study conducted with aim of identifying superior heterotic crosses for various yield and quality traits in chilli. The degree of heterosis observed offers valuable insight into the genetic potential of parental lines and helps in selecting suitable parents for hybrid development. Also, assessment of inbreeding depression provides insight into the genetic architecture of traits, helps identify heterotic hybrids and guides the selection of suitable parental lines in chilli. Overall, heterosis breeding with understanding the extent and nature of inbreeding depression in chilli accelerates the development of high-yielding, stable and adaptable varieties for commercial cultivation.
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	HETEROSIS AND INBREEDING DEPRESSION FOR YIELD AND QUALITY TRAITS IN CHILLI (Capsicum annuum L.)
	

	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.


	Abstract is complete and it is not necessary to add value with desirable crosses.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct
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	Atleast 2-3 latest references should be added
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Paper write up is explained in brief. 

1)There are some typological and grammatical mistakes. 

2) There are some crosses range was incorrect as well as some crosses mentioned incorrect which is highlighted in manuscript

3) There are some references were missing and try to add 2 to 3latest references 

4) try to write character name same across the manuscript (somewhere mentioned fruit per plant and fruit plant-1)

5) Strictly suggesting that please write all references in same manner (different forms of references were used in manuscript)

All the minor and major mistakes were highlighted in manuscript should be corrected.
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