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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 manuscript addresses an agronomically and economically important issue in pulse crops 

the susceptibility of chickpea to Helicoverpa armigera, a major pest limiting global production. The study provides valuable insights into morphological and biochemical traits that confer resistance to pod borer attack. These findings are significant for breeding programs aimed at developing resistant cultivars and for sustainable pest management strategies reducing pesticide dependency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It includes both the host plant and the pest, as well as the type of determinants investigated (morphological and biochemical).

	

	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 is comprehensive and well structured, summarizing the objectives, materials and methods, key results, and the main conclusions. However, it could be slightly improved by including explicit mention of the number of replicates and the statistical approach (ANOVA) used, to strengthen the methodological clarity.

Suggested minor revision: briefly mention the “Complete Randomized Design (CRD)” and “ANOVA” in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate (CRD with three replications), and the statistical analysis is correctly applied. The data presentation in tables is clear, and correlations are well interpreted. The discussion logically connects findings to previous studies, with adequate literature support. Minor improvements could be made by adding standard deviations to figures and by slightly condensing repetitive citations in the discussion. Overall, the study meets the standards of scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include recent studies up to 2025. The citations are relevant and cover key aspects of host plant resistance, biochemical markers, and morphological traits.
Suggested addition (optional): The authors could add one or two references on integrated pest management and modern breeding approaches (e.g., genomic selection for pest resistance).


	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear, fluent, and suitable for publication. Minor grammatical corrections (e.g., article usage and punctuation) would further polish the manuscript, but no major language revision is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study makes a valuable contribution to understanding the multifactorial resistance mechanisms in chickpea against H. armigera. The combination of morphological and biochemical traits provides a holistic framework useful for breeders. Figures or graphical summaries (e.g., correlation heatmaps) could enhance visual understanding. The manuscript is well organized, with coherent sections and strong analytical depth.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The study involves laboratory analyses of plant material and does not include human or animal experiments. Ethical approval is not applicable.
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