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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is good; it addresses a genetic difference among green gram genotypes. The finding could be valuable for breeding programs aimed at enhancing an important traits, allowing breeders to identify diverse and genetically superior parent’s lines. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is appropriate, but it needs some modification

	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not comprehensive. It does not clearly outline, and the problem statement / what problem was solved is not defined. It requires editing and grammatical correction, along with rephrasing the sentences and refining objectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically correct/ sound, but needs wide-ranging revision because of a lack of clearly defined research gap, limitations in recent literature concerning related work, missing of citation in the methodology (experimental site), grammatical errors, limited comparison, missing genotype names, and abbreviation details in footnote of figures/tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are not sufficient and some references are outdated.
· Not uniformly formatted 


	

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


	The quality of English/language of a manuscript is acceptable, but needs improvement  

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Precisely state the significance of the study and the research gap (work not done by others) with citation.

· The author/s of the manuscript requires to improve the paper by restating the long and unclear sentences along with revisions of editorial and grammatical errors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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