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	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.


	A study investigated the compatibility within the graft union of monoecious cucumber as scion and related cucurbits to identify compatible rootstocks for improved propagation of the crop. In the manuscript, researchers used 12 distinct rootstocks of cucurbits. ). Among the twelve graft combinations, Bottle gourd cv. Narendra Rashmi rootstock showed complete development of vascular connection at 28 DAG followed by Bottle gourd cv. Rajendra Chamatkar.
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	Yes

A study investigated the compatibility within the graft union of monoecious cucumber as scion and related cucurbits to identify compatible rootstocks for improved propagation of the crop. In the manuscript, researchers used 12 distinct rootstocks of cucurbits. ). Among the twelve graft combinations, Bottle gourd cv. Narendra Rashmi rootstock showed complete development of vascular connection at 28 DAG followed by Bottle gourd cv. Rajendra Chamatkar.
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some shortages in the manuscript as the following:

· Authors at materials and methods didn’t explain how they measured leaf are.

· Authors didn’t show photos of the anatomical and histological sections of twelve used graft combinations. That could be counted as a big mistake because, these photos will give a good judgment on the success of the grafting.
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	Its good
	

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


	Its good
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	Due to the shortages in the manuscript (Authors didn’t show photos of the anatomical and histological sections of twelve used graft combinations.) I recommend a minor revision and advice authors to add 12 photos.
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