Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_144441

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Groundnut Germplasm for Late Leaf Spot Resistance

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 makes an important contribution to groundnut pathology and breeding research. Late leaf spot (LLS) is a devastating foliar disease-causing major yield losses in groundnut, especially in smallholder farming systems. Identifying resistant genotypes such as GPBD-4, KDG-128, and JL-776, and highlighting promising cross combinations like JL-776 × KDG-128 and JL-776 × GPBD-4, is highly relevant for sustainable crop improvement. The study not only validates known resistant donors but also provides valuable data on the inheritance and stability of resistance across multiple generations, which will be beneficial for breeders and pathologists globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and appropriate. It reflects the core of the study. No modification is required.
	

	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, highlighting the objective, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved slightly by including the number of genotypes evaluated (21) and explicitly mentioning the 1–9 disease scoring scale. This would make the methodology clearer to readers at first glance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.  The experimental design, including multiple generations (parents, F₁, F₂, and backcrosses), is appropriate for evaluating resistance stability. The results are well-presented with supportive tables and consistent interpretation. The conclusions are justified by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and mostly recent. However, adding a few more recent works (2021–2024) on molecular breeding and QTL introgression in groundnut would strengthen the literature base. Suggested reference areas: 1) Advances in genomic-assisted breeding for foliar disease resistance. 2) Recent applications of marker-assisted backcrossing in legume crops.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and acceptable scientific English. Minor grammatical polishing could improve readability, but overall, the quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative and appropriately presented.
Minor revision for improvements in the abstract
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