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The manuscript represents a very nice, complex and highly important study on 

evaluation of key growth, development and yield-associated characteristics in okra 

(Abelmoschus spp). There have been 13 key growth, development and yield 

quantitative traits investigated in 29 okra accessions and the data were analysed 

using multidimensional statistical methods (cluster analysis, correlation analysis, 

principal component analysis) to reveal differential groups of okra accessions with 

respect to the key yield characteristics. I think that the major result represents the 

fact that significant positive correlations were found between key yield 

characteristics in okra.  

I can therefore recommend the manuscript for publication. 

 

I have only a few minor comments: 

Line 35: The reference “Smith and Smith, 1992” has to be added to the reference 

list. 

Line 35: Remove an extra word “studies” in the sentence “…to more in-depth 

biochemical or molecular studies in okra germplasm” (remove the additional word 

“studies” after the word “germplasm”) 

Line 154: Insert a comma “,” before the word “respectively” 

Line 157: Use a singular form of the verb “shows” in the sentence “Summary 

statsitics of the 13 quantitative traits also shows great diversity among the 

accessions.” 

 

Authors are experts in the field 

of subject under study. 
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