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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 study offers valuable insights for researchers and breeders working to improve mungbean cultivation. Examining both seed quality and biochemical characteristics aids in identifying genotypes that are more resilient to stress and pest problems in addition to being robust and high-yielding. The findings may help create more robust and nutrient-dense mungbean cultivars, which is crucial for areas where pulses are a major source of food. Crucially, the association between specific biochemical characteristics and resistance to bruchid may direct future breeding efforts to lower post-harvest losses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is largely comprehensive, as it clearly outlines the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, there are a few areas where refinements can enhance clarity, conciseness, and impact : 

This study evaluated fourteen diverse mungbean [Vigna radiata (L) Wilczek] genotypes, including breeding lines, parental lines, and check varieties, to assess their seed and seedling quality, as well as key biochemical traits. Conducted in a completely randomised design with three replications, the experiment measured physiological characteristics, including germination percentage, seedling length, and seed vigour indices, as well as biochemical parameters such as protein, sugar, and phenol content. Genotypes ML-2479 and IPM-410-3 showed superior germination and vigour, while OKGG-9 (F5) excelled across multiple seedling traits. LGG-460 had the highest protein and sugar content, and V-02-709 exhibited the highest phenol content, indicating potential for stress and pest resistance. These results provide a foundation for identifying mungbean lines with enhanced seed vigour, nutritional quality, and resilience, supporting targeted breeding efforts for improved productivity in diverse agro-ecological conditions.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it its generally sufficient, relevant, and fairly recent
	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and presents valuable findings on seed quality and biochemical traits in mungbean. The study is scientifically sound, with clear objectives, appropriate methods, and relevant results. It offers useful insights for breeding stress-resilient and high-vigour genotypes. The manuscript is well-organized and presents valuable findings on seed quality and biochemical traits in mungbean. The study is scientifically sound, with clear objectives, appropriate methods, and relevant results. It offers useful insights for breeding stress-resilient and high-vigour genotypes.
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