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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 study provides valuable insights into the genetic diversity of 102 cluster bean genotypes using Mahalanobis D² statistics, aiding in the selection of superior parents for breeding programs. The identification of distinct genetic clusters and key divergence-contributing traits supports the development of high-yielding varieties for vegetable and industrial gum purposes. The findings can guide future hybridization strategies to enhance genetic gain and crop resilience.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but could be slightly refined for clarity:

Suggestion: "Assessment of Genetic Divergence for Biometric Traits in Cluster Bean [Cyamopsis tetragonoloba (L.) Taub.] Accessions Using Mahalanobis D² Statistics"


	

	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 comprehensive. However, to improve clarity, the "Results" section could briefly state the number of clusters formed and highlight the most divergent traits (e.g., total pod yield per plant contributed most to diversity).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with a clear methodology, appropriate statistical analysis, and logically presented results consistent with the research objectives.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and mostly recent (up to 2022). Including a few studies from 2023–2024, if available, could further strengthen the literature review.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical errors and typos are present and should be corrected during final editing.
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