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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 manuscript addresses an important issue in mungbean improvement, namely the identification of genetic divergence among elite genotypes to support effective parental selection in breeding programmes. By integrating Mahalanobis’s D² statistics with principal component analysis, the study provides a comprehensive multivariate assessment of genetic diversity based on yield and yield-related traits. The findings contribute useful information for mungbean breeders by identifying genetically diverse and agronomically promising genotypes that can be exploited to enhance genetic recombination and yield potential. Overall, the study strengthens the application of multivariate approaches in pulse crop improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the study. It clearly indicates the crop, analytical approaches, and breeding relevance.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, covering the aim, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, minor improvement could be made by slightly reducing methodological details (e.g., number of clusters) and emphasizing the practical breeding implication of the identified genotypes in a more concise manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RCBD with three replications), trait selection, and use of Mahalanobis’s D² statistics and PCA are appropriate and well established for genetic diversity analysis. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant references, and interpretations are consistent with the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include a good balance of classical and recent literature. Several recent studies (2023–2025) are appropriately cited, supporting the relevance and currency of the work. No critical references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, with appropriate scientific terminology. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to improve clarity and flow, particularly in some long sentences in the Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Results and Discussion section is detailed and informative; however, some repetition of supporting citations could be reduced for conciseness. Figures and tables are relevant, but figure captions could be made more descriptive for standalone interpretation. The manuscript would benefit from minor editing to improve consistency in formatting (e.g., spacing, figure numbering).
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