Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_144892

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Genetic variability among selected Snapmelon landraces of Karnataka

	Type of the 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 provides valuable insights into the genetic variability of snapmelon landraces from Karnataka. It contributes to germplasm conservation and identifies promising accessions for breeding programs. Given the underutilized status of snapmelon, the study is important for crop improvement, stress tolerance, and nutritional quality enhancement in Cucurbitaceae.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. For taxonomic accuracy, a minor modification is suggested:

“Genetic variability among selected snapmelon (Cucumis melo var. momordica) landraces of Karnataka”.
	

	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 well structured. However, the term “Momordica sp.” should be corrected to Cucumis melo var. momordica. Including key quantitative results (fruit weight 0.67–4.37 kg, pulp thickness 2.01–5.06 cm, TSS up to 7.1 °Brix) would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experimental design, methodology, and data analysis are appropriate. Only minor clarifications are needed regarding the number of plants per replication and cultivation practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient; however, to further strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to include more recent references (from the last 10 years) on the genetic diversity of cucurbits.


	

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


	Yes, the English is generally good. Minor corrections for consistency and fluency are recommended, e.g., use Cucumis melo var. momordica consistently, avoid redundancy (“significant diversity” repeated), and use smoother phrasing in some sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is strong and well presented. Minor revisions are required related to taxonomy, methodological clarity, and style. The study makes a meaningful contribution to cucurbit breeding and germplasm utilization.
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