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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

ranged from 22.53 to 30.27. Cluster III had the highest mean value for primary 
branches/plant (30.27) and secondary branches/plant (44.83) whereas, … (add comma) 
 
This is in conformity with Naing et al. [6] who reported that more contribution towards 
genetic diversity for days to maturity, pods/plant, days to 50% flowering and seed yield; 
 
The genotypes included in these clusters can be used as donors for a greater number of 
primary and secondary branches/plant in pigeonpea. 
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the subject is still necessary and the development of the appropriate work 
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