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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.


	The manuscript provides detailed knowledge regarding genetic variability and interrelations in traits that influence grain yield in pearl millet, a suitable climate-resilient food crop. Considering heritability, correlation, and path coefficient, this work provides valuable knowledge to improve crop yields, as it provides a clear understanding of how morphological and biomass traits directly and indirectly influence crop yield. Indirect selection criteria are very important for a crop improvement programme, especially for a feature like yield, which is a complex quantitative trait, in variable environments. By considering this, it is quite clear that this work is a genetic roadmap that would be very useful to crop improvement programs to produce a high-yielding, climate-tolerant variety of pearl millet.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title appears to be generally appropriate since it clearly indicates the basic focus of the paper: genetic variability, association between characters, and improvement pathways for yield. It sounds very scientific, informative, and matches perfectly with the statistical methods employed.
	

	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.


	Generally, the abstract of the paper appears to be comprehensive in its content, with a logical arrangement that allows the reader to understand the background of the importance of the crop characterizing the research, followed by an elaboration of the objectives of the research, the experimental design, important statistical results, etc. It appropriately accentuates the points of the presence of significant genetic variability, the roles of heritability and genetic advance, besides important traits with high direct effects on grain yield, based on path coefficient analysis, etc.

There are a few changes that can make it clearer and more comprehensive. One such change is that information on the location of the experiment and the season it was conducted might help make the abstract clearer. Quantifying some of the salient features of the experiment, such as mentioning the best heritability value or the best direct effect value, might help it have more impact. Still, some of the written content might be compressed slightly to make it as concise as possible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in the sense that it maintains scientific accuracy in the design of the experiment and makes proper use of the tools of quantitative genetic analysis, such as ANOVA, heritability, correlation, etc., in studying the yield components of pearl millet.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references provided seems to be relevant and adequate for the concepts discussed in the study. However, most of the literature is slightly outdated. The author could incorporate recent findings (within the last 5-7 years) regarding the advancements in genetic analysis and breeding of the crop.

For instance, some of the recent studies done on genomic selection, SNP-based diversity analysis, and the application of modern multivariate statistics in pearl millet or any other cereals could have improved the literature section. Some of the additions that could have made the manuscript suitable for modern scientific trends include studies that have recently used the techniques of high-throughput trait analysis or the genetics of yield components in pearl or other related millets.
	

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


	The language and English quality used in the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication. The scientific ideas presented in the manuscript are clear and correctly structured. Technical vocabulary is appropriate, and the academic tone is maintained throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides useful insights into genetic variability and pathways related to yield-related traits in pearl millet with the help of statistical tools. The results obtained would be helpful in indirect selection. A few minor changes in language, clarity, and addition of a few new references are suggested.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues in this manuscript. It is a field evaluation of the germplasm of the crop, which is not related to human or animal subjects. Normal procedures have been followed in research methodology. Acknowledgment of the source of the germplasm and adherence to appropriate guidelines in conducting field research should be taken care of by the researchers.
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