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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 current study provides important insights into the connections between blackgram yield, yield components, and nutritional quality characteristics. Developing successful selection techniques in pulse breeding programs requires an understanding of these connections through correlation and path coefficient analysis. The study's applicability for creating high-yielding and nutritionally enhanced cultivars is further increased by the incorporation of nutritional characteristics like protein, iron, and zinc. Overall, the results offer helpful advice for breeders who want to simultaneously boost blackgram yield and quality attributes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the title appropriately and clearly conveys the study's goals and content. Nothing needs to change.


	

	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.


	In general, the abstract is thorough and provides a clear summary of the study's goals, methodology, main conclusions, and findings. Clarity might be further enhanced by providing a brief description of the number of genotypes assessed and the experimental seasons. The abstract is adequate in all other respects.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound, and standard procedures have been followed in the application of suitable statistical methods including path coefficient analysis and phenotypic and genotypic correlation analysis. Both the experimental strategy and the results' interpretation are generally in line with accepted literature. The scientific rigor would be further strengthened by a few minor explanations about the specifics of the experimental design and the statistical results presented.

Suggested to use graphs to represent data graphically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The work is supported by sufficient and pertinent references. Included are both traditional and more contemporary research.


	

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


	In general, the language is comprehensible and clear. To improve readability and presentation, there are a few minor typographical problems, grammatical faults, and terminology inconsistencies that need to be carefully proofread.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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