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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 a valuable morphological description of okra hybrids. Using the Shannon-Weaver diversity index, genetic diversity was measured quantitatively, identifying highly variable traits such as fruit length and shape, which are critical for improving yield and market quality. Although descriptive in nature, the research lays a solid foundation for future genetic studies and targeted breeding programs for okra.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly describes the work. A slightly more precise alternative could be: "Phenotypic Characterization and Diversity Analysis of Okra Hybrids Derived from a 7×7 Half Diallel Mating Design"
	

	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 generally comprehensive. To improve it, consider these suggestions:
1. Add a key methodological detail: Specify that the study focused on 15 qualitative traits.
2. Clarity in results: The sentence "H' with an overall mean of 0.364 was obtained" is slightly awkward. Rephrase to: "The overall mean Shannon-Weaver Diversity Index (H') was 0.364, with values ranging from 0 to 0.916."
3. Strengthen the conclusion: Briefly state the main implication, e.g., "...indicating that fruit-related traits are most useful for selection and hybrid distinction in this population."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript provides a detailed description of the phenotypic characteristics of okra hybrids. It highlights the use of the Shannon-Weaver diversity index to estimate genetic diversity in these hybrids, which made it possible to identify the most variable traits among them, such as fruit length and shape. This identification directly assists crop breeders in developing breeding plans to improve production.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate and include a mix of fundamental and recent works. 


	

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


	The language is mostly clear and suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The last paragraph of the introduction is too general. It should be refined to clarify the specific objectives of this study.

· In Methods and Materials, the term H' is used for environmental terms (“species”). It would be more accurate to define pᵢ as the proportion of individuals in the phenotypic class i for a given trait, and ‘s’ as the number of phenotypic classes for that trait.

· In the discussion, the paragraph citing “Hennink and Zeven (1991)” and “Roy (2022)” seems out of place and reads like a textbook definition. This concept should be integrated more smoothly into the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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