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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.


	The study is well designed and clearly presents genetic variability and trait association in mungbean. The use of 144 recombinant inbred lines gives reliable results, and the findings on heritability, correlation, and path analysis are useful for breeders. The language can be simplified further, and some parts of the discussion may be shortened to make the paper more focused. Overall, the research is meaningful and provides valuable information for developing high-yielding mungbean varieties.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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 covers the aim, method, and results, so it is complete. I suggest removing less important details and keeping only the key traits that affect yield. The ending should be stronger by clearly saying how the results will help in developing better mungbean varieties.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The experiment was well planned, the data were properly analyzed, and the results match the conclusions. The study gives useful information for mungbean improvement. Only small changes in language and presentation are needed, but the scientific work is sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are good and mostly recent. They support the study well. Still, adding a few more new papers from the last 2–3 years, especially on mungbean breeding and trait association, would make the manuscript stronger.
	

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


	The English in the article is clear enough to understand, but it should be improved a little. Some sentences are long and can be made simpler. With small corrections, the language will be good for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a good study and gives useful information for improving mungbean. The experiment and analysis are done properly, and the results are clear. Only small changes in language and adding a few recent references are needed. Overall, the paper is suitable after minor revision.
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