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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 study identifies the genetic variability of mung bean genotypes. It helps select the highest-performing varieties for yield and productivity. Analyzing genetic divergence facilitates varietal improvement and the conservation of genetic resources. The results contribute to sustainable agricultural development by enhancing crop adaptability and production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article suitable
	

	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 structured but the choice of the season of the study is not justified. Why?

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	We have thirty (30) references for a ten (10) page document. These references are relatively recent. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the quality of the language and English of the article is suitable for scientific communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	After reviewing the document, we noted the following comments:

The number of repetitions in the experimental design is low. I suggest four for much more robust results.
The characteristics of the study area were not mentioned in terms of temperature, rainfall, vegetation, climate, soil type, and many others.

link each table to its text in the results and discussion section

For the names of tables and figures, start with a capital letter after a period and a lowercase letter after two periods.
Indicate the different groups obtained on the dendrogram (Figure 3)
The conclusion is considerably long for a scientific article. This needs to be revised.

The document is not paginated. Why?
The partners and organizations that contributed to the completion of this work were not thanked. Why?

	


	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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO, there are no ethical problems in this manuscript for us. However, this provision was not clarified in this manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO, for us there are no conflicts of interest in this manuscript. However, this provision was not clarified in this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NO plagiarism. However, this provision was not clarified in this manuscript.
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