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	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.


	This study provides important insights into the genetic diversity of Cucumis melo and Cucumis sativus germplasm in India. This research combines various analytical methods, resulting in an extensive data collection as a reference for future research and conservation efforts. The results of this research have possible applications in fields such as plant breeding, germplasm conservation, or innovation in agroindustry, making them relevant for both academic researchers and practitioners. This study is able to provide useful data for policy, industrial progress, and subsequent experimental plans in the relevant field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title already represents the content of the research but can be more specific in stating the location.
	

	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.


	Abstracts are comprehensive, summarizing the background, results, and conclusions. However, I did not find the aims of the research. 

The abstract should contain important figures such as the range of D² values between clusters so that readers are not confused and can immediately get a quantitative picture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, based on the summary of the content and methods used, in general the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references are still old (>10 years). It would be better if it was equipped with the latest references (last 5 years) regarding the study of Cucumis genetic diversity using Mahalanobis D².
	

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


	The quality of the article in this language/English is quite suitable, but there are several notes such as repetition of words, sentences that are too long and transitions that are not good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction
It is necessary to add research gaps that were not widely discussed in previous studies, so that the research objectives appear stronger.

2. Methodology
· It would be better if there was additional information regarding the agro-climatic conditions of the research location, such as data on temperature, rainfall and soil type.
· The explanation of the Mahalanobis D² analysis method can be clarified, including the cluster grouping criteria and software used.
· It is necessary to clarify whether the experiments were conducted on both species separately or together in one experimental design.
3. Results and Discussion
· The discussion of “geographic origin vs genetic diversity” is good, but could be strengthened by comparing the results of this study with previous studies in the same species.
· Some of the results of the discussion are still descriptive in nature, requiring deeper analysis regarding the implications of selecting parents based on genetic distance.

4. Conclusion
The conclusion reflects the research results, but does not fully answer the research objectives.
	

	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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Andini Desi Sawitri, Slamet Riyadi University, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

