Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_145957

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Line × Tester Analysis for Identifying Turcicum Leaf Blight (TLB) Resistant Maize Genotypes and Developing Superior Hybrids

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	The manuscript provides comprehensive insights into the identification and development of Turcicum Leaf Blight (TLB)-resistant maize genotypes using the line × tester analysis approach. It emphasizes the critical need for multi-stage screening in resistance breeding. The identification of durable inbred lines and testers with stable resistance profiles lays a strong foundation for future hybrid development, offering a sustainable alternative to chemical control methods and contributing to global food security and climate-resilient agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative, but it could be refined for better clarity like,

1. "Line × Tester Analysis for Identifying Durable Resistance to Turcicum Leaf Blight in Maize"

2. "Combining Ability and Resistance Stability for Turcicum Leaf Blight in Maize Using Line × Tester Analysis"
	

	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 slightly too long and could benefit from more concise phrasing.

Some methodological details like exact days after sowing for inoculation might be more appropriate in the methods section of the paper than in the abstract.

Terms like “whorl drop method,” “line × tester,” and “QTL” may need a brief clarification or simplification, especially for readers outside the plant breeding/genetics field.

The overall goal of the breeding program like enhancing yield stability under biotic stress can be briefly stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically valid, but minor revisions in design detail, data analysis, and formatting will enhance clarity and credibility for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some recent references showing awareness of current research are cited. Yet at least 3–5 more recent papers (2022–2025) from peer-reviewed journals can be included. Also references related to molecular/genetic tools or integrated disease management, if relevant can be added.
	

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


	Overall, the language is clear and understandable. Technical terms are mostly used appropriately. Although some grammatical errors and phrasing are present. A few sentences are too long or complex, affecting readability. Some repetitive phrases could be varied for better understanding.
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