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	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.


	Maize is referred as "queen of cereals" grown under various environmental conditions across globe. In India, maize is one of the most important cereal crop next to rice and wheat. Its production is impaired by many insect pests. Recently the Fall army worm has emerged as major threat for the maize cultivation. But another, insect pest, Maize stem borer, Chilo partellus is having more close association with maize and causing significant yield loss in all maize growing religions. Nowadays more attention is paid to manage this pest. But Host plant Resistance one such important tool to manage this menace as it does not harm the environment at any time. In this context the present study is of having more significant and gives more insights for the future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Screening of maize germplasm for resistance against Spotted stem borer, Chilo partellus (Swinhoe) (Lepidoptera: Crambidae)

	

	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.
	Yes, 
However, in the beginning it is better to give one or two significant points about importance of maize and Chilo partellus. 
At the end of Introduction section, author have to give justification for why this study was conducted?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes. But following lacunae were observed
· No Control check was maintained

· No Statistical Analysis performed. Hence, the significant results presented was not up to the level of reliability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Few recent references along with DOI are to be included for the good reliability and visibility to readers.
The existing references may be included with DOI to have a traceability
	

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


	Yes, But the author is having more scope to improve the language of the  manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	· In the manuscript, ‘%’ should be written as ‘per cent’ in the running text
· In the methodology no information are given on correlation studies. But later, results of correlation are given. So please be clear.

· Procedure adapted for calculation of leaf injury (Leaf Injury Rating) is to be clearly given under methodology

· Most places, the author have written points as like books. But the Reputed Journal requires authenticated and scientific writing style. Accordingly, the author have to prepare the manuscript

· In the Table 1. The values should follow a common pattern either one or two digits after decimal

· The repetition of points should be avoided at many places. It seems that author have not gone through the manuscript correctly.
· In the Results and Discussion, author failed to clearly discuss the present results with the earlier studies. Even if it done, the interpretation was not clear
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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