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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the agro-morphological and biochemical diversity of Panicum miliaceum germplasm under the mid-hill agro-ecological conditions of Uttarakhand, which is an important region for the cultivation of small millets.

The study contributes to the identification of high-yielding, disease-resistant, and nutritionally superior germplasm lines that can be utilized in future breeding programmes aimed at improving proso millet productivity and resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study, as it highlights the evaluation of agro-morphological and biochemical diversity in Panicum miliaceum germplasm under the mid-hill conditions of Uttarakhand.
	

	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 well-structured and provides a clear overview of the objectives, methodology, and major findings of the study on Panicum miliaceum germplasm under the mid-hill conditions of Uttarakhand. It effectively summarizes the evaluation of agro-morphological traits, disease resistance, and biochemical characteristics, and highlights the identification of promising germplasm lines for future breeding programmes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for evaluating the diversity of Panicum miliaceum germplasm under the mid-hill agro-climatic conditions of Uttarakhand. The use of a Randomized Block Design with replications, evaluation of agro-morphological traits, disease screening, and biochemical analyses provides a comprehensive approach for assessing genetic variability and identifying promising germplasm lines. The results presented are consistent with the objectives of the study and support the identification of superior lines for potential use in breeding programmes.
	

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

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and convey the scientific information effectively.
Minor grammatical errors, sentence structure issues, and occasional repetition are present in some sections. Careful proofreading and minor language editing would improve clarity, flow, and readability. It is recommended that the manuscript undergo professional language editing or thorough revision to enhance its overall linguistic quality and ensure it meets the standards of international scientific publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript presents an important evaluation of agro-morphological, biochemical, and disease resistance traits in Panicum miliaceum germplasm, which is valuable for strengthening breeding programmes aimed at improving millet productivity and resilience in marginal environments.

· The experimental design using a Randomized Block Design with replications is appropriate; however, the manuscript would benefit from a more detailed explanation of the statistical analyses used to assess variability and significance among the evaluated germplasm lines.

· The inclusion of disease resistance screening and biochemical characterization is a strong aspect of the study. Nevertheless, the methodology for disease scoring and biochemical assays should be described in greater detail to enhance reproducibility and scientific clarity.

· The discussion section could be strengthened by comparing the obtained results with previous studies on Panicum miliaceum or other related millets and by incorporating more recent literature to support the interpretation of findings.

· Minor language and grammatical corrections are required throughout the manuscript. Careful proofreading and language editing will improve the overall clarity, readability, and presentation of the manuscript.
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	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Trivedi, A. K., Arya, L., Verma, M., Verma, S. K., Tyagi, R. K., & Hemantaranjan, A. (2015). Genetic variability in proso millet [Panicum miliaceum] germplasm of Central Himalayan Region based on morpho-physiological traits and molecular markers. Acta Physiologiae Plantarum, 37(2), 23.
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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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