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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Line × Tester analysis is a good bio-statistical model for combining ability analysis as well as heterosis also provide the sound information for the F1 hybrids, that’s why it has scientific value in cotton production in terms of heterosis breeding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is appropriate
	

	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.


	Yes, this section is OK. It is written as per the objective as well as finding of this investigation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct approach for cotton production because both line × tester analysis and heterosis tools are always good enough breeding methods for hybrid production and evaluation of quantitative traits in a wide range of climatic condition. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the reference of the text are available in the reference section except one ‘Eshwari et al. (2016) which was not found in the text but listed in the references. 
	

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


	I think it is ok, the language is up-to-date
	

	Optional/General comments


	Need a details explanation of all the items of Table-1 and at the same time need to compare the findings of Table-1 with others. The article is well written and it will publish after the minor necessary correction.
I have read the article carefully and mentioned the weak points/suggestion in the text during the review. It might be published after the necessary correction
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Not applicable
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