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	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 throws light regarding the traits which should be improved in future breeding programs for realizing better grain yield in pigeon-pea in order to confer stability in nutritional security of vast Indian population. Hence, the topic is having a national importance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title should be more comprehensive, clear cut.  It may be “Exploring interrelationship among various agronomical, physiological and phenological traits influencing grain yield in pigeonpea”.
	

	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 should be more pin-pointed and have clear cut conclusion. Specific comments may be referred in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript has been arranged systematically and scientifically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Discussion section should have more references. In specific cases some statements in the introduction should be substantiated with specific references. Details are commented in the manuscript.
	

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


	It is more or less OK. Some sentences may be rephrased for more clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is few scope for improvement of this manuscript.
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