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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 study is important for the scientific community as it identifies two high-yielding spine gourd genotypes with better quality traits and adaptability compared to existing varieties. The multi-year and multilocation data provide strong evidence for their potential in commercial cultivation, especially in Assam and similar agro-climatic regions. The work also adds valuable information on the crop’s morphology, nutritional content, and pest tolerance, which will be useful for breeders and horticulturists in varietal development and seed production programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Evaluation of Spine Gourd (Momordica dioica Roxb.) Genotypes for Yield, Quality Traits and Adaptability in Assam"
	

	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 presents the objectives, materials used, methodology, major results, and conclusions of the study. It effectively highlights the performance of the two promising genotypes in terms of yield, quality traits, and adaptability. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the statistical significance of the results, summarising key morphological differences, and including a concise statement on the practical implications for farmers and breeders. This would make the abstract more informative and better reflect the overall importance of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experiments were conducted using appropriate methods and replications, and the data are well presented and analyzed. The results are consistent with the objectives and are supported by relevant references. The conclusions drawn are justified by the findings, and the study provides reliable information based on multi-year and multilocation evaluations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, well-structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology, making it easy to follow for readers in the field.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-prepared, addressing an important horticultural crop with significant commercial and nutritional potential. The study is comprehensive, covering multi-year station trials, multilocation testing, and on-farm evaluations, which strengthen the reliability of the results. The findings on high-yielding genotypes with desirable quality traits will be valuable for breeders, farmers, and policymakers. Overall, the work is scientifically sound, clearly presented, and makes a meaningful contribution to crop improvement and regional agriculture.
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