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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.


	This study presents a simplified, rapid, and economical protocol for extracting high-quality genomic DNA from pearl millet (Pennisetum glaucum) without the use of liquid nitrogen, phenol, or beta-mercaptothions. The proposed method addresses the key challenges associated with plant tissues rich in polysaccharides and polyphenols, improving both the quantity and purity of the DNA, making it suitable for polymerase chain reaction (PCR) applications. By demonstrating successful amplification using SSR markers and obtaining reproducible results across multiple genotypes, the study confirms the protocol's reliability in molecular breeding and genetic diversity analyses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate because it clearly reflects the focus and scope of the study and the main variables investigated.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive but needs improvement in clarity and structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in principle, and the methodology is suitable for extracting plant genomic DNA and validating the polymerase chain reaction (PCR).

However, some minor scientific clarifications are needed (such as a clearer explanation of the salt's function, correction of some technical terms, and improvement of the consistency of the stated concentrations). A linguistic review is also recommended to avoid any ambiguity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references include major and comprehensive studies, but can be enhanced by a more useful review of the past five to seven years on improvements and help provide useful devices and contributions to grains.
	

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


	No, the English quality needs significant improvement.

The manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and sentence structure problems that affect its clarity. Consulting a professional editor before publication is strongly recommended

Examples of language issues:

----Using this methods, high quality and quantity of genomic DNA was obtained. - Using this method, high-quality genomic DNA was obtained.

The salt (NaCl) concentration was high which extracted good quantity genomic DNA. - which resulted in a good yield of genomic DNA.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	no ethical issues.
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