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	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.


	Chillies form an important component of the human diet, particularly among the communities of Northeast India, who prefer highly pungent food. In this context, the author/s have undertaken a comprehensive exploration of Capsicum species to document and synthesize information on the Chilli species and landraces available in Northeast India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is not appropriate, as the review does not focus solely on Bhut Jolokia nor place special emphasis on it. Instead, it also covers other GI-tagged chillies of Northeast India. Therefore, the authors are advised to revise the title to something more representative, such as:
“Genetic Diversity of GI-Tagged Chillies of Northeast India: A Review.”

Also, capitalize and italicize, the GENUS Capsicum
	

	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.


	No. 
The author/s are suggested to briefly introduce about NE before delving in to the abstract the Northeast India is known for its diverse landscape…


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. 

· In the Introduction- First para- introduce about NE to the readers to make them aware about the region

· (Roy et al., 2024); (Naseem et al., 2024) to be written as (Naseem et al., 2024; Roy et al., 2024) As per alphabetical order.

· Italicize the scientific name and make the Genus capitalize and italicize as suggested.

· Research gap- Include why you are writing this review article
· Include- the methodology used in reviewing the articles

· Right after Regional diversity of Capsicum landraces in the NE India- start with GI tag chillies- to introduce readers and make them aware of the crop before delving into the breeding aspects.
· Ensure uniformity in the usage of terms throughout the manuscript—for example, “Northeastern/north eastern/northeastern,” and formatting of “et al./et al.,/et al.,/ , and/and” etc. Maintain one consistent style across the text.
· The transitioning of article is confusing. 
         Before Breeding for agronomic and qualitative traits- include breeding objectives. After which, resume with Breeding aspects…1. Genetic diversity based on morphological traits 2. Molecular markers 3. Biochemical etc. 
Therapeutic value- should not be considered as a separate subtopic but inclusive with – biochemical. pungency and phytochemical traits. Alternatively, it should not come under the breeding aspects in this current manuscript form.

Include more articles in the breeding aspects to make it more comprehensive (Comprehensive morphological, biochemical, and molecular characterisations). No articles under agronomic breeding was reviewed. 

Too much repetition of generalize sentences- for example- 
1. Introduction (genetic and biochemical diversity, and modern breeding prospects. Accordingly, this review discusses the morphological, molecular, and biochemical characterisation of capsicum species from Northeast India, highlighting their genetic richness, adaptive diversity, and breeding potential). 
3.1 The primary cultivated species in this region are C. annuum, C. chinense, and C. frutescens, which collectively exhibit considerable genetic, morphological, and biochemical variation. These taxa constitute the main components of chilli cultivation and represent significant diversity within the genus (Dutta et al., 2025).

4. Capsicum species in Northeast India exhibit extensive diversity, reflected in their morphological traits, biochemical profiles, and genetic makeup, which collectively enable the identification and conservation of valuable landraces.
Consider 

· Keywords like- 

· Phrases like than according to… xyz (2024) is too much repetitive. Consider other option like- Xyz (2024) reported that…
· GI tag state of Bhut Jolokia should be mentioned, its common or regional names.

· Dalle Khursani- scientific name

Any economic importance/ potential or benefits from these GI tag crops can also be highlighted to make it more relevant than economic importance of Indian chilli (Economic importance and global standing of Indian chilli).  The autho/s can consider- example- Economic potential of Chilli….describe something about Indian chillies importance, followed by NE chillies..
· JC & SC (2017) and M et al. (2016) -Are these correct in text citation?. 
· Others like- Choi et al., 2023, Patel et al., 2024, etc- do they have relevance in the current study on NE chillies?
· Include some own words of the authors other than reviewing of articles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent however the numbers of references used is not sufficient.
Refer and include for assistance- 

Tara, K. K., Dutta, M., Laishram, R., Chiru, T. D. G. and Rajkumari, N. (2025). Cultural significance and economic potential of Naga King Chilli (Capsicum chinense J.) In northeast India: A review. Plant Archives, 25(1), 1817-1825.

	

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


	The author/s needs to improve the language used and flow of the sentence.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Integrating the aforementioned comment is utmost important.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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