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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.


	The manuscript describes the development and release of an early maturing small millet variety (GV-5) with improved nutritional quality, disease resistance, and greater daily yield under rainfed conditions in Gujarat is described in this publication. By addressing the requirement for short-duration, climate-resilient cultivars appropriate for tribal and hilly areas, the work makes a substantial contribution to millet improvement research. The four-year multi-location evaluation that has been documented supports the genotype's stability and dependability rating. Additionally, its scientific value is increased for breeders, agronomists, and policy planners pursuing sustainable agriculture and nutritional security through the integration of agronomic performance, disease resistance, nutritional profiling, and molecular characterisation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and captures the main idea of the work.


	

	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 covers a lot of ground, including resistance features, nutritional quality, maturation time & yield superiority.

Nonetheless, the following small enhancements are recommended:

a. Indicate exactly how many trials & locations were assessed.

b. Bring up the fact that daily productivity is the basis for superiority.

No major deletions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint.
Included in the study are:

a. Multi-location testing for four years.

b. Statistical parameters (S.Em., CD at 5%, CV%).
c. Screening for pets and diseases using established evaluation techniques.

d. Nutritional evaluation

e. Characterization of DUS

f. DNA fingerprinting using ISSR

Experimental data supports the conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but limited in numbers. Although they provide sufficient support for the manuscript, adding two or three more current references (2020–2024) on the following points would increase the scholarly depth of the paper:

a. Resilience to climate change in tiny millets

b. Millets & nutritional security

c. New releases of varieties in small millets.


	

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


	Although the language is understandable, it may be made clearer and more succinct by making a few minor grammatical corrections and reorganizing sentences. Although editorial polishing is advised prior to final publishing, scientific terminology is acceptable.
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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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