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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 manuscript provides significant insights into the breeding strategies for chickpea, a crucial protein source in semi-arid regions. By utilizing advanced backcross introgression lines, the study effectively identifies stable selection indices—such as biological yield and harvest index—that remain consistent across both irrigated and rainfed conditions. The application of path coefficient analysis is particularly valuable as it deconstructs complex trait correlations into direct and indirect effects, offering a clearer roadmap for developing drought-resilient varieties. Consequently, this research supports global food security efforts by addressing yield instability caused by terminal drought stress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. The title, "Genetic Relationships Among Yield and Component Traits in Chickpea Revealed Through Correlation and Path Coefficient Analysis," accurately reflects the core methodology and the biological focus of the study.

Alternative Suggestion: "Dissecting Yield Components and Drought Resilience in Chickpea Introgression Lines via Path Coefficient Analysis." (This emphasizes the drought aspect mentioned in the abstract).
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the problem (terminal drought), the material used (advanced backcross introgression lines), the methodology (correlation and path analysis), and the key findings.Suggestion: The abstract could be improved by adding specific numerical values for the highest direct effects (e.g., specific path coefficients for biological yield) to provide a more quantitative summary of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. * The use of both phenotypic and genotypic correlations is standard and correct for distinguishing genetic associations from environmental influences.

The path coefficient analysis follows established mathematical frameworks (Wright, 1921; Dewey & Lu, 1959).

The interpretation of "residual effects" is handled correctly, indicating that the chosen traits explain most of the yield variation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and generally recent.

The author cites relevant work from 2021, 2022, 2023, and 2024, ensuring the study is grounded in contemporary research.Suggestion: Ensure that the citation for "Falconer & Mackay (1996)" is used specifically for the theoretical genetic basis, as it is an older foundational text
	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The prose is formal, the technical terminology (e.g., "terminal drought stress," "assimilate partitioning," "introgression lines") is used correctly, and the flow is logical.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The distinction between E1 (irrigated) and E2 (rainfed) is a strong point of the study, as it highlights how certain traits like plant height (PH) become significantly more important under moisture stress. The visual path diagrams (Fig. 1) are helpful for understanding the complex interdependencies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Ethical Issues: None identified. The study involves plant breeding and phenotypic evaluation.
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