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	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.


	· Utilising SSR markers, this investigation investigates the genetic diversity of mungbean cultivars.  The topic is scientific and pertinent to the field of molecular genetics and plant breeding; however, the work is devoid of a comprehensive analysis and a clear statistical approach. Additionally, certain paragraphs are repetitive, and there is a lack of sufficient comparative discussion with previous studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is very good in terms of clarity, but needs more specification by mentioning the sample area or geographical location such as “in Indian germplasm”
	

	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 satisfactory; however, it requires revision to enhance its linguistic fluency and emphasise its practical significance.

· It does not provide a precise statement of the results' practical application in breeding programs or their significance.

· There is no mention of statistical values, such as the number of alleles or PIC values.

· More precision is required in the linguistic style, for example, by substituting "have shown scorable polymorphism" with "showed clear polymorphism."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The research is scientifically sound in its general approach and use of appropriate molecular instruments; however, it is lacking in statistical analysis and in-depth scientific discussion.  It can be regarded as scientifically competent in terms of procedure, but it is of average quality in terms of research analysis and interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Some references are outdated (the latest being 2020), and we are now in late 2025.

· The way authors' names and publication years are written should be standardized.

· Journal formatting is not standardized (italic or the full name of the journal).
	

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


	· Professional proofreading is necessary to ensure that English is scientifically comprehensible and that grammar is corrected, academic style is improved, and the article is suitable for publication in a peer-reviewed scientific journal.

· Improving the language level is necessary prior to publication, as it is presently classified as intermediate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Rewriting the introduction to ensure that the research problem, hypothesis, and objectives are accurately included.

· updating the methodology to include comprehensive information for replication.

· Including graphs and analyses that summarise PIC and similarity data.

· Illustrating variation by connecting genetic groups to their geographic origins.

· updating the references to incorporate studies from 2021–2025.

· The academic style is enhanced through a comprehensive linguistic revision of the text.

· Improving discussion and establishing a connection to its potential applications in genetic breeding programs.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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