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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.


	Purposefully, this survey aims to identify the superior genotypes of Wood Apple. It is important to valorise the promising wood apple importantly for the sustainability, productivity and marketing.
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“Multivariate Analysis and Genetic Diversity in Wood Apple (Feronia limonia L.) Using R-Based Analytical Approaches”
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	Abstract: In the subsection methodology, add the experimental design nature. For keywords, change the word “quality” by “biochemical traits”.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Materials and Methods: All traits are affected by the environmental fluctuations even though they could be limited. Thereby, it is important to consider the implication of changeable conditions variation. Experimental design: Line 2: Correct this sentence: “The plants were spaced…..season to eliminate the environmental variation”. Rewrite as follows: “: “The trees were spaced…..season to reduce the environmental variation”. 
Precise the reference method for assessing the morphological traits and yield.
Results and discussion:  The figures do not reflected the comments indicated in the text. For PCA biplot, associate to genotypes the variables (traits studied) for both interpretations using the previous studies. Figure explains less the genotypes grouping. In line with the text, bring out in the hierarchical clustering in considering the different genotypes in order to facilitate the interpretations. This suggestion is valuable for the interpretation aforementioned regarding figure 5. 
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