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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.


	The work executed by authors are comparative study to ascertain the variations among different cultivars of teasle guard.  Momordica subangulata Blume subsp is rarely cultivated in different loactions of India and very limited literature is available on this crop. The present study will give some scientific content to research scholars who takes study of such vegetable further
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	Title can be minimized in length by incorporating salient features of the designed experiment
	

	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.


	Abstract is well designed. I have included some corrections in the flow and also recommended some sentences rephrasing. Thorough review and incorporation of abstract will further strengthen the content
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically illustrated with appropriate statistical tools. However, some comparative statements are necessary to discuss the findings from the study. Incorporation of such comparative studies will give better clarity to the readers
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	Sufficient to the manuscript
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall the manuscript fits to the scientific work required from research scholar. However, some grammatical mistakes, sentence formations, comparative studies and their discussion is essential to uplift the quality of paper. In addition to the suggested corrections in the manuscripts, detailed discussion of finding and one or two pictures of the study will improve completeness of the manuscript. 
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