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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Revise the sentence “In India, little millet having 1.42 lakh tones of production.” on page 1. It is not
structured correctly.

More information is required on the origin of the 50 little millet genotypes, and how they are related.
Were they collected, are they progeny from a cross, etc.

Table 1 and Table 2 should be swopped around and their table number changed.

No results are presented for the following parameters:

hulling (%),

chlorophyll content (mg/100g fresh weight),

leaf area (cm?),

protein content (%),

crude fiber (%),

mineral matter (mg/100g),

iron content (mg/100g),

calcium content (mg/100g) and

ash content (mg/100g)

These results should be included else a complete representation is not available.

Fix column spacing in Table 4.

No reference is made in the text to table 3,4, 5and 7.

Minor REVISION comments

Reference is requested to the “recommended practices” on page 2.
Discussions of other studies genotypes stand unintegrated to the results of this study with other
genotypes.

Optional/General comments

Various small language and typographical errors were corrected in track changes (manuscript attached).
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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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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