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	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 contributes valuable scientific information by providing detailed morphological characterization of 23 okra genotypes, which is essential for varietal identification, conservation, and future crop improvement programs. The findings support the development of distinct, uniform, and stable (DUS) descriptors that are foundational for variety protection, seed certification, and breeding decisions. By documenting genetic variability in okra, the study offers practical insights for breeders, researchers, and policymakers working toward crop diversification and sustainable agriculture. The outcome also strengthens the scientific basis for selecting elite parent material for hybridization, thereby enhancing productivity and resilience in vegetable crop systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on the content of the manuscript, the title appears generally relevant and appropriate, as it reflects both the focus (genetic characterization of okra genotypes) and the broader purpose (crop diversification and sustainable agriculture).
	

	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 can be improved to enhance clarity, structure, readability, and scientific impact. Reducing long lists and adding rationale, methodology, and a strong concluding implication would make it more comprehensive and publication-ready.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its approach and findings, but it can be further strengthened by refining the title, enhancing statistical or diversity analysis, and ensuring terminology reflects the method used (morphological vs genetic).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed in the manuscript are relevant but insufficiently recent. Most citations are older than 7–10 years, and the manuscript would benefit from including more contemporary studies, particularly those published after 2018 involving modern genetic analysis, advanced statistical tools, and recent breeding strategies. Addition of updated PPV&FRA or UPOV guidelines and recent journal articles on okra diversity will enhance scientific credibility and contextual relevance.
	

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


	The English is adequate for basic understanding, but requires moderate editing for clarity, grammar, conciseness, tone, and professional scientific presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NIL
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