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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.


	Title: Genetic variability and character association for fruit yield and its attributing traits in Bottle gourd (Lagenaria siceraria (Mol.) Standl.)
This manuscript uses an RBD approach with three replications to examine 18 bottle gourd genotypes and determine variability in a number of growth and yield characteristics. This study is helpful for genotype selection, and the topic is pertinent to crop development and vegetable breeding. 
However, before submitting the work to a journal, a number of structural and scientific flaws need to be fixed.

Major issues include 
1. Title does not match the analysis. The title mentions character association, but the manuscript does not include correlation or path coefficient analysis.

2. Genetic variability analysis is missing. No estimates of Genotypic coefficient of variation (GCV), Phenotypic coefficient of variation (PCV), heritability or genetic advance are presented.

3. The discussion does not sufficiently compare results with literature.

4. Language quality (grammatical and stylistic errors) requires improvement.

5. Reference formatting inconsistent

Recommendation: Major revision required before submission.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title does not match the analysis. The title mentions character association, but the manuscript does not include correlation or path coefficient analysis.

Alternative:

Evaluation of Bottle Gourd (Lagenaria siceraria (Mol.) Standl.) Genotypes for Yield and Yield-Related Traits
	

	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 provides general experimental information and includes important results. However, it is too long and descriptive and some results are unnecessary in abstract. It has repetitive wording with some grammar issues.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, some comments are in the manuscript.
	

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


	English language is suitable for scholarly communications specially in the journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title: 

It should be edited as “Evaluation of Bottle Gourd (Lagenaria siceraria (Mol.) Standl.) Genotypes for Yield and Yield-Related Traits”.
Abstract:

Other comments are in inclusive in the manuscript.

Introduction:

The basic background was provided and the importance of the crop was mentioned. However, the research gab is missing. And the research objectives are not clearly stated. The author(s) has to cite his claims about the topic.
Other comments are in inclusive in the manuscript.

Methodology: 
The experimental design was clearly stated. Location was mentioned and genotypes were listed. However, it is missing experimental details. The author(s) should include information about soil type, fertilizer dose if used, irrigation method and statistical analysis procedure.

The statistical evaluation: phenotypic coefficient of variation (PCV), genotypic coefficient of variation (GCV), heritability and correlation analysis are not presented. Without these analyses, the study cannot justify the title "genetic variability and character association."

Other comments are in inclusive in the manuscript.

Results and discussion:
This section is too descriptive. The author(s) should use literature comparison and interpretation of biological meaning.
Other comments are in inclusive in the manuscript.

Conclusion: 

It is well written and supported by literature. 

Minor grammatical errors.
Author(s) should add forward looking sentence(s).
This manuscript is scientifically strong and suitable publication, though it requires:

•
Methodological clarification

•
Statistical section addition

•
Editing the result and discussion sections as mentioned up and in the text.

•
Formatting corrections

•
Reference standardization

•
Minor language polishing

Once these issues are addressed, the manuscript has high potential for acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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