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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it brings together both modern research and traditional wisdom to tackle one of the biggest challenges in chickpea farming, the gram pod borer. By highlighting host plant resistance traits like trichomes and biochemical compounds, it provides breeders with valuable insights for developing naturally resistant varieties. At the same time, it validates Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) practices such as neem-based extracts and botanical formulations, showing how eco-friendly, low-cost solutions can reduce pesticide dependence. Together, these insights support sustainable agriculture, protect the environment, and ensure food and nutritional security for millions who depend on chickpea cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article suitable
	

	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, the abstract of the article is fairly comprehensive as it clearly presents the problem of Helicoverpa armigera infestation in chickpea, highlights the limitations of pesticide-based control and introduces host plant resistance and Indigenous Technical Knowledge as sustainable alternatives. To make it stronger, I would suggest adding a brief mention of the economic importance of losses caused by pod borer (for instance, the huge financial damage it causes annually) to emphasize urgency. Including a line on the future prospects, such as the role of molecular breeding or integration into IPM frameworks would make the abstract more forward-looking. On the other hand, some technical detail like “trichome density” or “flavonoids” might be slightly overwhelming for a general reader in the abstract and could be simplified. The abstract is well-written, but refining it to balance scientific detail with broader relevance would enhance its clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it is well-supported by recent studies, relevant references and a clear presentation of established concepts in entomology and crop science. It accurately describes the biology, feeding behavior and damage potential of Helicoverpa armigera and links these to host plant resistance traits such as trichome density and biochemical compounds like phenolics and flavonoids, which are well-documented in scientific literature. The discussion on Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) is also valid, as neem-based extracts, botanical formulations and cultural practices have been widely studied and proven effective in sustainable pest management. The integration of these approaches within an IPM framework aligns with global recommendations for eco-friendly agriculture. While the paper mostly synthesizes existing knowledge rather than presenting new experimental data, its scientific accuracy and credibility are maintained through appropriate citations and logical explanations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are sufficient and include several recent studies from 2020–2025, making the review scientifically relevant.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate scientific terminology, maintains a formal tone and explains concepts in a clear and structured manner, which aligns well with academic standards. There are a few areas where sentences are slightly long or repetitive and simplifying them would improve readability without losing technical accuracy. The writing is clear, precise and professional enough for publication in a scholarly journal, with only minor editing required for conciseness and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would suggest improving the visual presentation of the manuscript by adding more figures, tables, or schematic diagrams to summarize key points such as the pest life cycle, resistant traits and ITK practices.
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