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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript has significant for the scientific community including: it provides a critical insightation for genetic variability and genetic divergence among black gram genotype, because the experiment evaluated 16 black gram genotypes through genetic variability and heritability and genetic divergence analysis. Additionally, this finding contributes a valuable genetic knowledge to support the development of high-yielding black gram variety. Moreover, it provided an understanding on the variability and genetic structure of the breeding lines.  However, the manuscript totally lacks the statement of problem and in an introduction part. Additionally, to strengthen the scientific impact of this result, incorporating of a trait association analysis would have provided a more complete understanding on identifying the inter relationship of traits and potential selection criteria for breeding programs by identifying the traits with strong positive direct effects on grain yield. Moreover, the manuscript totally lacks comparison with previous studies in the discussion part. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes but it needs some modification:- Genetic Variability and Divergence for Yield
 and yield contributing traits in black gram [Vigna mungo (L.) Hepper] Genotypes
	

	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.


	The abstract is well written but it required some additional information including:

1. The abstract structure is not standard because it lack back ground  
2. Authors have differentiate statistical analysis and result 
3. Authors have to point out their own reflections on the work, it is essential to include the advantages and shortcomings of the work.

          4. author authors have to arrange  the key word based on their alphabetical order
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct.  The experimental design, methods of data collection, and statistical analyses used to estimate genetic variability and divergence among genotypes are appropriate. But, major revision is needed in introduction part (statement of problem), discussion part, and comparison with previous studies to strengthen the scientific presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references required some modification

 1.  The citations are not enough because, authors didn’t   comparing their experimental result 
with the previous scholar result  especially in the discussion section 
2. Writing references according to the journal system.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a good, but it requires major revision.

1. The title of the manuscript have to modified 

2. The authors should clearly state the research problem in the Introduction section

3. Authors have to point out how this work is different from the earlier reported work and which innovative findings are reported here? A strong and convincing justification is required. In the introduction part. 

4. Authors have to  compare their experimental result 
with the previous scholar result  especially in the discussion section

5. Authors have to point out their own reflections of the work, it is essential to include the advantages and shortcomings of the work? Please address it in detailed? 

6. Authors have to include the analysis of trait association (correlation and path) result in the manuscript.

7. Authors have to point out  biological inference for their experimental result

8. Authors have to specify future out line as their experiment was conducted in single location and one year. 
all comments are provided in the manuscript
	


	PART  2: 



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


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript doesn’t have the major technical issues because it didn’t use genetically modified organisms, the study examine solely plant genotype, and the experiment does not has an environmental impact and plagiarism.  However, the manuscript doesn’t address the miner technical issues, such as: Acknowledgment, author contribution and conflict of interest. So, those mentioned miner technical issues should be checked before publication to maintain ethical and academic standards

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	the authors should point out  a conflict of interest statement
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No 
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