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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 essential data on the genetic divergence of fenugreek germplasm, specifically within the context of the Jodhpur region in Rajasthan. By identifying genetically diverse genotypes through Mahalanobis D2 statistics, the research offers a foundation for selecting parental lines to improve seed yield and oil content. Furthermore, the detailed characterization of clusters helps breeders develop varieties that can withstand biotic and abiotic stresses by broadening the genetic base of the crop.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Estimates of Genetic Divergence in Fenugreek (Trigonella foenum-graecum L.) germplasm" accurately reflects the study's
	

	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 comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows standard breeding methodologies (Randomized Block Design and Mahalanobis D2statistics). 

Numerical Errors: In Table 3, the inter-cluster distance between Cluster II and VII is listed as 2445.91, which is nearly ten times higher than other values. This appears to be a calculation or typographical error.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cover the necessary statistical and botanical foundations. However, there are discrepancies:  

​The text cites "Jain et al. (2011)" and "Patahk et al. (2014)", but these specific years are missing from the reference list.  

​Gupta et al. (1989) is cited in the text regarding nutrients but is completely missing from the References list.  

​Anonymous (2023-24) is cited for production data but lacks a formal entry in the reference section.

​Ensure all citations in the text are mapped to the final bibliography.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires minor grammatical refinement. Specifically, the "Results and Discussion" section contains long, run-on sentences that should be broken down for clarity.c
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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