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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.


	The study provides valuable insights into the biophysical and biochemical evaluation of pigeonpea, Cajanus cajan (L.) Millsp., in relation to the pod borer, Helicoverpa armigera (Hübner), under laboratory conditions. The study highlights the effect of the biochemical composition and biophysical properties of pigeonpea in combating the damage caused by the pod borer.These findings will benefit researchers, extension workers, and farmers in developing resistant varieties of pigeonpea against the pod borer. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. No change 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.


	Abstract quality is good, more comprehensive and scientifically sound. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is appropriate, statistical analysis is sound, and but the results are not clearly presented. The discussion is well supported with relevant literature but latest literature will required for better understanding.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Some references are missing in reference section, incorporated in the manuscript for better understanding. 

Reference suggestion:  

Morphological factors such as length and density of pod trichome, thickness of wall, pod length, breadth as well as area, and total number of pods per plant have an impact on resistance of pod borer (Brar and Singh, 2017). In some crops, various types of trichomes, as well as their direction, length, and density have been linked to the reduced damage caused by insects (Sharma et al., 2009). The relationship between pod wall thickness and pod borer damage was shown to be negative, implying that chickpea mutants with thicker pod walls were less susceptible to pod borer damage. The resistance mechanism of chickpea against pod borer was also reported to be linked with the pod length and its area and breadth (Patil et al., 2017).

Brar, H. S., Singh, R. (2017). Role of trichomes on leaves and pods for imparting resistance in chickpea [Cicer arientinum (L.)] genotypes against Helicoverpa armigera (HÃ¼bner). J. Appl. Natural Sci. 9, 2193–2198. doi: 10.31018/jans.v9i4.1509

Sharma, H., Sujana, G., Manohar Rao, D. (2009). Morphological and chemical components of resistance to pod borer, Helicoverpa armigera in wild relatives of pigeonpea. Arthropod-Plant Interact. 3, 151–161. doi: 10.1007/s11829-009-9068-5

Patil, J., Gowda, M. T., Vijayakumar, R. (2017). Compatibility of Steinernema carpocapsae and Heterorhabditis indica with insecticides registered against Helicoverpa armigera (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). J. Biol. Control 31, 95–101

Relationship between biological attributes of H. armigera and biochemical constituents in different chickpea genotypes revealed that reducing sugars, protein, total phenols and tannins content showed negative association with biological attributes of H. armigera reared on chickpea genotypes (San et al., 2022). 
San Htet Su, Sagar D., Kalia Kumari Vinay, Krishnan Veda (2022). Effect of Different Chickpea Genotypes and Its Biochemical Constituents on Biological Attributes of Helicoverpa armigera (Hubner) . Legume Research. 45(4): 514-520. doi: 10.18805/LR-4474.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical polishing in some long sentences is suggested.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The research was preprepared this manuscript polity and not properly. The genotype ICP 4307-1 missing in manuscript. why this genotype included in manuscript?
· In result section, the data presented in table is not correctly matched with the writeup. recheck it. 
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