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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 research is important for scientific community as it will provide insights of the genetic variance and diversity using electrophoresis as well as the level of variation and this can be exploited for crop improvement. This will ultimately help remove some constraints in harnessing the full potentials present in winged bean. Information from electrophoresis can be used in the identification of useful proteins, understanding its benefit and protein-protein interaction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think title is 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.


	Abstract looks very well organized, however keywords need to be changed. Remember, keywords should be words different to that are appearing in title, So I suggest changing keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, it seems to be correct, but before considering it for publication few changes should be done, like materials and methods section is not properly organized and written. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suitable, needs some formatting like scientific names should be italicize recheck all references.
	

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


	Materials and Methods section needs serious attention. Some sentences are like authors are addressing someone to do like howver they have already done. For example “Don't forget to load the protein marker into the first lane. Then cover the top and connect the anodes.” 
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