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	Reviewer’s comment

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


	· This study is scientifically valuable for improving DNA extraction from tissues rich in polyphenols and secondary metabolites.

· The optimized CTAB method with PVP and β-mercaptoethanol effectively addresses these technical challenges.

· However, the creativity level is moderate, as similar approaches have already been reported in other plant species.

· The work represents an applied development rather than a fundamental innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the experimental results and overall content of the manuscript.
	

	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 recommend that the authors revise and expand certain sections of the manuscript to further enhance the overall quality and scientific clarity of the work, based on the comments provided in the attached file.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract is generally well-written, comprehensive, and effectively summarizes the main objectives, methodologies, key findings, and significance of the study. It clearly outlines the challenge of extracting DNA from pearl millet with high polyphenolic and metabolite content, describes the modified CTAB method utilized, and presents the major outcomes in terms of DNA yield, purity, and successful downstream PCR applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended that the authors include more recent references published within the past five years to ensure that the manuscript reflects the latest advancements in this field.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language is generally clear; however, minor editing is recommended to improve the overall flow, readability, and clarity of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified in the manuscript.
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