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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	Discerning resistant pigeonpea genotypes for Helicoverpa armigera  is not a single trait but a complex of plant characteristics (morphological, biochemical, phonological...) that reduce insect damage. In my opinion, this work is important, even very important, given the significance of a crop that plays a key role in family farming systems worldwide by contributing to food security, not to mention the impact of climate change. Therefore, identifying pest-resistant varieties is a challenge in itself.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and well-adapted to the written text, but you need to add parentheses or separate the species name from the word 'genotype,' which is spelled with a capital 'G'. You must also pay attention to the entomologist's name, which is 'Hübner' and not 'Hubner'."
Discerning pigeonpea, Cajanus cajan (L.) Millsp., genotypes for their resistance against pod borer, Helicoverpa armigera ( Hübner)


	

	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 summary is clear and comprehensive, but one must pay attention to the use of articles and prepositions, and to the plural marker’s’ where necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid in its core content. But the presentation needs polishing to meet the standards of an international scientific journal. These issues can undermine the credibility of the work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography presented in this study is generally acceptable. but, certain formatting inconsistencies need to be addressed. The overall presentation of the references must be revised to strictly adhere to the journal's recommended style guide. This includes standardizing the use of '&' versus 'and'(Kumar, A., &Nath, P. (2017), Nene YL, Susan DH and Sheila VK. 1990…). It is essential to verify the spelling of author names (e.g., Chakravarty/Chakravarthy) and to ensure that all cited authors are properly mentioned within the main body of the text (Gomez and Gomez (1984)).

You must adhere to the APA citation system (author, year, title...) and follow a single, consistent citation style throughout;   (Chandra A, Gupta DS, Kumar Y, Tiwari TN, Patel DP, Katiyar PK, Sah U and Dixit GP. Outreach Programmes of IIPR. ICAR-Indian Institute of Pulses Research. Sep 2025. ISBN: 978-93-343-8399-7.)


	

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


	In general, the language used in this article is not yet suitable and requires improvement, despite the valuable scientific content. We have noticed frequent grammatical errors, such as the incorrect use or omission of articles ('the,' 'a') and prepositions ('in,' 'for,' etc.), missing plural 's,' and sentence structures that need rephrasing with more appropriate vocabulary
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study appears conventional and straightforward, but the efforts deployed were enormous (the workload was immense). However, the authors failed to clearly convey this substantial effort to non-specialist readers.

I believe that processing data from approximately 1,000 samples was no easy task. In my view, this work has provided valuable information that contributes in selecting the most suitable, high-performing genotypes for cultivation.

I think by adding just a little more information, the text will more coherent and solid.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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