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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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1.The manuscript is very important for the community scientific in general and in particular 
in the research concerning the development of high-yielding pearl millet hybrids, 
characterized by excellent flour quality, is crucial to meet the demands of the food industry 
 
2. GENETIC VARIABILITY AND DIVERSITY OF PEARL MILLET(pennisetum glaucum) WITH 
RANCIDITY AND ASSOCIATED CARACTERS 
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4. About the structure , the references in the manuscript must be in the form of a number, it 
would also be better to separate the results and discussion part, the keywords are lot it 
would be better to put those which integrate the title of the article, the names authors and 
the affiliated laboratories where the work is carried out 
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6.The references are too old and also small, please look for other references 
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