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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	The manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides valuable information on the variability of growth and yield-related traits among different germplasm of Lathyrus sativus L. under the agro-climatic conditions of Akola, Maharashtra. Identification of promising genotypes such as EC-539032 and IC-420784 can support their utilization in future breeding programmes aimed at improving yield and its contributing traits in grass pea. The study also contributes to the characterization and evaluation of genetic resources, which is essential for effective germplasm conservation and utilization. The findings may therefore be useful to plant breeders and researchers working on genetic improvement, adaptation, and productivity enhancement of Lathyrus sativus under diverse environmental conditions. 
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	No improve it 
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Lathyrus (Lathyrus sativus L.) is an important protein rich crop (28%) next to soybean (43%) belonging to family luguminaceae, subfamily papilionaceae and chromosome number 2n= 14 (FAO 1997). It is originated in Indian subcontinent. The crop is sturdy and grown on residual moisture hence considered as a model crop for sustainable agriculture. Lathyrus serves as better alternative to the traditional pulse crop like chickpea and pigeonpea especially in the area under dryland condition (Thakur and Rai 1985 Lal et al. 1986).
             Not only it is rich source of protein to poor people but also it provides good quality fodder for animals. The cultivation of lathyrus is prominent in India, Bangladesh, Nepal and Ethiopia. 
             In India lathyrus is cultivated in an area of 0.85 million ha in Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, West Bengal, Madhya Pradesh, Chattisgarh and Maharashtra state. In Maharashtra, it is cultivated in Bhandara, Chandrapur, Gadchiroli, Gondia and Nagpur district accounting 24,800 ha area (Anonymous, 2008).
             Lathyrus is consumed in various forms like chapattis, wadas, curies and also fed to cattles as a green fodder. 
             The most common farming system is relay or utera under which its cultivation is mainly prevalent in India. Its ability to restore soil fertility makes it useful in crop rotation system. Being a legume, it fixes atmospheric nitrogen through root nodules, part of which is made available to succeeding crop. It is relatively resistant to disease and pest (Arya, 1991).                    
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	        3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	      3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	        3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	        3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	        3
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	    Yes but put some latest reference in it  
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	       4
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	No improve it
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes
The abstract addresses an important topic concerning the evaluation of Lathyrus sativus L. germplasm for growth and yield-related traits under the agro-climatic conditions of Akola. However, the abstract requires substantial revision to improve its clarity, scientific presentation, and organization. The objectives should be stated more precisely, and the experimental design, number of genotypes, replications, and major observations should be presented consistently. The Results section should include relevant quantitative data and statistical significance rather than only identifying the superior genotypes. The methodology is overly detailed for an abstract and should be condensed, while the conclusion should clearly highlight the breeding significance and practical implications of the identified promising germplasm. In addition, grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, inconsistent terminology, and formatting issues should be carefully corrected throughout the abstract.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes but put some latest references  
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	 Yes
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