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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

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



	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.


	· The manuscript provides information on genetic variations and trait associations among different cowpea genotypes. This is very important in the identification of high-yielding types. 

· Cowpea is known to be a climate-resilient legume, this research contributes to improvement in sustainable agriculture and breeding of legumes. 

· Overall, the results from this research will serve as a baseline for future research involving breeding for the aim of yield enhancement in cowpea production
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but the condition under which the study was carried out could be included for clarity. For example: “Genetic Variability and Trait Association study in Cowpea [Vigna unguiculata (L.) Walp] Genotypes under Field Conditions”
	

	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, it provides a detailed information on the findings of the research, but it should be concluded with a statement on the relevance of the research, for example, These findings provide insights on selection and breeding strategies aimed at improving yield of cowpea.
· The number of evaluated traits should be specified first before talking about the evaluation done.
	


	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of objective description, experimental design and method of analysis. 
However, some grammatical errors should be investigated: “The experiment was conducted, not conduct as written”.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references (38 in number) are sufficient and includes around 13 recent studies (2020 – 2024) which are highly relevant for legume breeding studies covering details on cowpea, mungbean and chickpea.
	 

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


	The article is sound scientifically, however, the clarity, and grammar needs moderate revision. For example, “This crop is known as drought hardy nature” can be rephrased as “This crop is recognized for its drought tolerance”. “The experiment was conduct” can be replaced with “The experiment was conducted’. “Was estimated plant height” could be replaced with “was estimated for plant height”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consistency in use of character and trait should be ensured.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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