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	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 valuable knowledge to the field of entomology and crop protection, particularly in postharvest management of pulses. By identifying chickpea genotypes with natural resistance to Callosobruchus chinensis, the study supports sustainable agricultural practices and reduces reliance on chemical pesticides. These findings have practical implications for breeding programs aimed at enhancing storage pest resistance, a crucial concern in tropical agriculture. The work is especially significant in addressing food security through reduction of postharvest losses in pulses.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content and objective of the study. It does not require any modification.


	

	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 is comprehensive and outlines the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions effectively. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the number of genotypes tested (22) and a clearer articulation of the significance of resistant lines in integrated pest management strategies.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study is well-designed using a CRD with replication and includes appropriate statistical analyses. The data are interpreted correctly, and the conclusions drawn are well-supported by the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant. Most citations are recent and appropriate. However, inclusion of more recent reviews or molecular studies (from the past 5 years) related to resistance breeding in chickpea could enhance the manuscript’s depth.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but a few grammatical improvements and sentence restructuring in the methodology and discussion sections could enhance readability and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	- Consider adding a schematic diagram or flowchart summarizing the screening process.
- The inclusion of a heatmap or genotype performance chart may improve data visualization.
- Clarify the category threshold used for susceptibility classification; a visual scale or reference table would be helpful for readers.
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