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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it identifies blackgram genotypes with high protein, iron, and zinc contents, addressing the issue of micronutrient malnutrition. The evaluation of 59 genotypes offers valuable genetic resources for breeding nutrient-rich varieties. These findings can support biofortification programs and improve dietary quality in developing countries. Promoting such cultivars can contribute to sustainable agriculture and help alleviate hidden hunger.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Evaluation of Blackgram (Vigna mungo (L.) Hepper) Genotypes for Nutritional Quality” is already clear, concise, and appropriate for the study.

It accurately reflects the crop, the type of material evaluated (genotypes), and the main focus (nutritional quality), making it suitable for both scientific and practical audiences.
	

	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 well-written and comprehensive. It clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and practical implications, making it informative and relevant for the scientific community.

Suggestions for improvement:

Add Keywords: Including 4–6 keywords at the end would improve discoverability in databases. Suggested keywords could be: Blackgram, Vigna mungo, Nutritional quality, Protein, Iron, Zinc, Genotype evaluation.

Optional minor edits: Consider shortening long sentences slightly for readability, but overall the content is appropriate and complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The objectives are clear, the methodology is appropriate for evaluating protein and micronutrient contents, and the results are presented with sufficient detail to support the conclusions. The discussion of genetic variability and its potential application in breeding nutrient-rich blackgram cultivars is logical and evidence-based. Overall, the study demonstrates scientific rigor and relevance to both crop improvement and nutritional security.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Good 
	

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


	Good 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Theeranat Suwanaruang, Thailand

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


