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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 on the evaluation of seed and seedling quality characteristics and biochemical parameters of mung bean genotypes is a very interesting and topical subject. Nowadays, resilience to climate change and respect for the environment, in addition to preserving human health, are topical. Biochemical characterization not only allows us to understand the nutritional value of genotypes but also their possible sensitivity or resistance to phytopathogen infestations. It also made it possible to differentiate genotypes based on their yield performance and drought resistance in a context of climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title of the article 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.


	The abstract of the article is clear and comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically correct, because the authors have respected ethics, that is to say, discipline, honesty, and the standards of experimentation and scientific writing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, but not sufficient, especially in the discussion section. I think the authors should consult more documents in this section.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is clear and very suitable for scholarly communications.
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	I must say that this manuscript is very well written and scientifically acceptable.
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