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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	1- The present study evaluated 45 single cross hybrids generated by involving ten inbred lines in RBD across three seasons for yield and yield attributing traits, combining ability and heterosis.
2-  Kernel yield is a complex trait influenced by several yield contributing traits. Chlorophyll is a vital pigment for absorbing, transferring and transforming in photosynthesis. Chlorophyll meter readings have been used in many annual crops to estimate nitrogen status.  
3- Hybrids with higher SCMR readings were consistent across seasons emphasizing the stability of the character. Hence, selection for SPAD meter reading could potentially be an effective physiological trait in breeding programmes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title  of the article is suitable.
	

	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.

	I suggest restructuring the abstract to identify the research problem and its solution. In addition to summarizing the most important research findings, the abstract also includes the most important research methodologies. The research objectives, conclusions, and recommendations should be presented concisely and clearly, with a focus on the most important findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript scientifically is correct.
	

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

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

	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.





	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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