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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Recent references should be added 
 
 
 
 
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

I thank the editor for the opportunity to read this research and the authors for the work done 
The authors in the Introduction show the importance of millet culture both in nutritional terms and 
dietary restrictions (gluten-free) as well as its importance for livestock and in economic terms as it is 
the 6th most relevant crop in the world. Another use is its ability to withstand climatic variations, 
occurring in arid and desert climates. The methodology clearly explains how data were collected 
and processed using two theoretical statistical models, allowing the study to be replicated. The 
results of the analysis in the multi-environment experiment of twenty-nine pearl millet genotypes are 
in line with the objectives of the study. 
The conclusion repeats the abstract, terms in which it would be interesting for the authors to 
reorganize the abstract so that the study specifications are only in the conclusions. 
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