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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 manuscript addresses an important aspect of sesame research by documenting morphological variability among germplasm accessions using standardized DUS descriptors. Such characterization is highly relevant for plant breeders, genetic resource managers, and policymakers, as it provides baseline information for varietal identification, conservation, and improvement programs. In the context of Bangladesh, where sesame is a traditional oilseed crop, the findings also hold practical implications for sustainable agriculture and varietal development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes,
	

	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, The abstract is well structured and provides a clear overview of objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. 

· However some sentences could be shortened or simplified to enhance clarity for an international readership.
· The concluding sentence is good but could be made more impactful by linking directly to breeding strategies or variety release programs


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The manuscript is scientifically sound, presenting accurate qualitative and quantitative characterization of sesame germplasm. The analyses, including statistical evaluation and cluster grouping, are appropriate, and the interpretations are consistent with standard breeding and diversity studies. Minor clarifications on yield variation and trait implications could further strengthen the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Reference are up to date to support the present study.
	

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


	Yes, but
Some sentences are long and may be difficult to follow, reduce it.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction provides a clear rationale for the study by linking sesame’s economic importance with the need for genetic diversity studies. The flow of the introduction can be improved by Starting  with sesame’s importance globally and in Bangladesh, then highlight the role of genetic diversity and morphological characterization, introduce DUS descriptors and their global relevance and end with the research gap and study objectives.

2. Materials and methods description of both qualitative and quantitative traits provides a comprehensive approach to germplasm characterization.

· The number of replications in RCBD is not specified and provide information about sowing season/year, plot size, spacing, agronomic practices (fertilizer, irrigation, weeding) should be briefly provided.

· Data Analysis - Mention the significance level used in ANOVA (e.g., p < 0.05).

3. The results are presented in a comprehensive and systematic manner, covering both qualitative and quantitative descriptors.

· Some sentences are long and may be difficult to follow, reduce it.

· Add few representative figures and photos of DUS tests.

4. The discussion effectively reports trait variability, but the practical breeding implications could be emphasized more systematically relevant literature.

5. Reference are up to date to support the present study. 
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