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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.


	Since its inception, the technology of planting genetically modified species has been a subject that raises discussions not only in the scientific community but mainly in societies, involving issues that include ethical and religious values. It is very important to evaluate this topic with a solid scientific basis. For this reason, I believe that the subject of this review is very important, not only for the scientific community but also for society in general. Works that present the topic impartially, highlighting the advances that this practice can lead to, are important to promote in-depth clarification on the topic.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would like to suggest that authors do not use abbreviations in the title without explicitly stating their meaning. Therefore, I suggest changing the title to:
Potential impact of Genetic modified (GM) crops in India
	

	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 excellent. The idea are clearly presented in the text. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article is correctly structured according to the standards for review articles, presenting the theme, the data and promoting a critical discussion of these data. However, the conclusion is not impartial. In conclusion, the author expresses his unilateral opinion in defense of transgenic agriculture.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Of the 69 references cited, only 7 are from the last 4 years. However, since this article is a review, the historical evolution of the subject is relevant. However, it would be interesting to include a greater number of more recent references.

	

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


	Yes, the article was written using English suitable for scientific texts.

	

	Optional/General comments


	“Bt cotton”  appears in abstract without a previous definition of the meaning or Bt – I think that is important insert this definition before the first citation of the abbreviation. 
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