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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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After reviewing the manuscript ‘Assessment of Combining Ability and Gene Action for Productivity and Fibre Quality in Inter and Intra specific Cotton Hybrids’, I have following observation to report;

· The experiment was well planned and executed properly. The experimental design was carefully structured with clearly defined objectives, appropriate treatments, and suitable controls. Standardized methodologies were followed throughout the study, ensuring consistency and reliability of the data.  

· The manuscript is written in a scientific manner and is easy to understand. The manuscript is well organized, with a logical flow from introduction to conclusion. Scientific terminology is used appropriately, and the language is clear and concise, making the content accessible to readers with relevant subject knowledge. Tables and figures are effectively presented, further improving clarity and comprehension.

· It is technically robust and aligned with the experimental findings. The technical approach adopted in the study is sound and based on established scientific principles.  The conclusions drawn are consistent with the observed findings, reflecting strong coherence between objectives, methodology, results, and discussion.

· The manuscript title could be made more precise, as the term “productivity” is unclear and does not specify whether it refers to seed cotton yield or lint cotton yield
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