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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The genetic diversity of winged beans, a very nutritious but little-studied crop, is clarified in this publication, which is significant for the scientific community. The productivity, flexibility, and general potential of winged beans as a sustainable food source can all be enhanced by these discoveries. Further research on winged beans is encouraged by this study, which could lead to their increased cultivation and benefit both farmers and consumers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative
	

	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 already well-structured. Add some more keyword also
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript offers important insights into the genetic diversity of Psophocarpus tetragonolobus and is of high scientific quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	These references would support a number of the manuscript's points, such as the examination of genetic diversity and the winged bean's potential for sustainability.
	

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


	Although the paper is generally well-written, its readability and scholarly quality would be improved by clarifying and improving a few words.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the article's overall English language quality is suitable for academic communication, there are some places where precision and clarity may be increased. Among the recommendations for enhancement are:
Such as Scientific name of crop, language, and grammar and some simple language add so non-scientific background person also easily understand. 
No ethical issues
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