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	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 work is important because it gives helpful information for hybrid development by identifying promising greengram hybrids that show strong positive heterosis and low inbreeding depression for yield traits. In greengram breeding projects, it helps to increase genetic quality and raise output.
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	Overall, the manuscript is good. The author should recheck for references, some minor grammatical mistakes, crossing symbols while writing hybrids etc. However, I strongly recommended that the discussion part must be incorporated. There is a need to discuss at least one yield of green gram using previous research based on heterosis and inbreeding depression. Apart from this, the remainder is overall good.
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