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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.


	· This manuscript contributes useful information on identifying resistant fenugreek genotypes against Aphis craccivora, a major pest affecting seed spice crops. 
· The findings provide baseline data for developing resistant varieties and integrating host plant resistance into sustainable pest management programs. Such studies are important for reducing dependence on chemical control methods and for promoting environmentally safe approaches to aphid management. 
· The results can also guide future research on the genetic and biochemical basis of aphid resistance in fenugreek and related legumes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Avoid the slash (“genotypes/cultivars”) unless necessary. Use either “genotypes” or “cultivars” consistently.
· Suggestion: Screening of Fenugreek Genotypes for Resistance to the Aphid (Aphis craccivora Koch)
	

	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 in its current form is informative but not comprehensive. It mainly lists genotypes and their aphid index values, which makes it heavily result-focused and less balanced. A good scientific abstract should give a concise overview of the background, methods, key findings, and significance. This one skips the first and last parts.
· Add a brief background line on crop importance and pest problem before describing the study.
· Briefly mention that 15 genotypes were screened using the aphid index scale. Clarify experimental setup if space allows.
· Summarize only key resistance categories (R, MR, S). Avoid listing all numeric values in the abstract.
· Add a conclusion line on how identified resistant genotypes can aid IPM or breeding programs. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and based on established screening methods. However, some methodological details (experimental design, replication, and statistical analysis) need clearer description to fully support the conclusions. Data presentation is consistent, but the discussion should include more interpretation and comparison with previous studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Here are two different references cited as “Pathan et al., 2024” in the text. Please distinguish them as “Pathan et al., 2024a” and “Pathan et al., 2024b” both in the reference list and in-text citations to avoid confusion. Ensure consistent labeling throughout the manuscript.
· The in-text citation “Mishra and Pande (2023)” does not match the reference list entry “Mishra and Pandey (2023).” Please correct the author’s name for consistency between the in-text citation and the reference list.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but needs minor grammatical editing for clarity and sentence flow. Pay attention to repetitive phrasing. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction

· Condense the introduction. Focus on A. craccivora importance and need for genotype screening. Summarize crop statistics briefly. End with a clear study objective statement.

Materials and Methods

· Please include the experimental design, number of replications, and statistical software used. Clarify whether data met ANOVA assumptions. Provide weather conditions if relevant to aphid population development.
Results and Discussion

· The manuscript lacks a distinct discussion. Most of the section repeats results without interpretation. Please expand this part to explain possible reasons for resistance or susceptibility and compare findings with previous studies on aphid, fenugreek or related legume interactions.
Conclusion  

· The conclusion restates results without interpretation. It should be revised to highlight the key findings and their practical implications rather than repeating aphid index values. Add one or two sentences on how the identified resistant genotypes could be utilized in breeding programs or integrated pest management strategies.
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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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