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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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 research findings characterizes the 26 genotypes of black gram against whitefly pest
resistance with two check genotypes. Significance of this research is the identification of
resistance and susceptible genotypes helps breeders for developing new varieties of black
gram to maintain whitefly population below ETL.

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes
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points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please

Yes, manuscript is very nicely written by the Authors. Easy to understand, follow and no errors.

write here.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article Yes

suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

Results and Discussion:
» Modify: These results are consistent with the findings of Sekar and ....
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Conclusion:
» lis—concluded-that Black..... (Already under head- Conclusion...neednot to mention
again)
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