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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important aspect of mungbean improvement by assessing genetic divergence among elite genotypes using multivariate approaches. The use of Mahalanobis’s D² statistics and PCA provides valuable insights into trait contributions and genetic relationships. The findings will be helpful to plant breeders working on yield improvement and germplasm utilisation in mungbean.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative. However, it could be slightly shortened as:

“Genetic Diversity Assessment of Mungbean (Vigna radiata) Genotypes Using Multivariate Analysis.”
	

	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.


	It’s comprehensive and well-structured. However, a minor correction is suggested: “14 principal components” should be revised to “13 principal components,” consistent with the number of traits studied. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Minor editorial corrections are needed, but no major methodological flaws are observed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and largely recent, with several citations from 2020–2025.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Only minor grammatical edits are required to improve clarity and avoid redundancy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A brief mention of future research directions would improve the discussion. Overall, the study is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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