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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 (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 manuscript is important because cardamom is a spice and medicinal plant

 that is needed by humans for health. Therefore, it is necessary to find a type 

of cardamom that has superior characteristics in terms of production and 

resistance to disease, as a superior genetic resource.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title Suggestions:
Morphological variability and disease resistance levels in cardamom field gene bank accessions (Elettaria cardamomum Maton.)
	

	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.


	Suggestion: The objective of the study should be changed to:

The study aims to determine the morphological variation and disease resistance level in cardamom.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Suggestion:

In my opinion, based on the results of the researcher's analysis, the accession that can be selected as a superior accession is FGB196, not FGB203. Because the hope of a superior cardamom accession has:

the plants are not tall, high yield and resistance to disease.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but there are references that are not included in the manuscript, namely:

Senthil KR, Prasath D, Sharon A, Leela NK, Venugopal MN, Ankegowda SJ, Biju CN and Anandaraj M. (2017). Evaluation of elite cardamom (Elettaria cardamomum Maton) genotypes for yield, quality and resistance to Cardamom mosaic virus. J Plant Crops. 45:129-134. 


	

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


	Suitable and good
	

	Optional/General comments


	*All genotype words should be replaced with accession words.

*Materials and methods points should be broken down into sub-materials and sub-methods.

* In the sub-point of Materials

Create a table containing the names of accessions representing the Malabar Ecotype, representing Mysore and representing Vazhukka.

* In the Method sub-section in the last paragraph, it is written that PDI is determined using the formula described by Biju et al., 2018. It would be better to also write the formula.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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