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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study presents information on the genetic, biochemical, and morphological variations of capsicum from Northeast India, a region renowned as the center of chili diversity in the world. The paper outlines the potential for breeding through molecular, phytochemical, and agronomic knowledge, which has not yet been explored in local varieties. The paper also addresses global issues such as climate change resilience, nutritional enhancement, and conservation of underutilized plant genetic resources. Therefore, this study is highly relevant for plant breeders and genetic resource managers, biotechnologists, and academics interested in domestication and the development of nutraceutical innovations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion the title is suitable.
	

	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 informative abstract provided clearly discusses how important local chillies of Northeast India are through their genetic diversity, phytochemical, and breeding value. This abstract communicates the value of local chilli genetic resources, not just from a cultural and economic perspective but as a source of molecular diversity and an attractive source of metabolites for future crop improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall the references are adequate and use many recent references. However, there are still errors in writing citation and references, and some of that are not synchronized.
	

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


	Overall, the language is readable, clear and structurally sound.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive, well-organized, and addresses a topic of high agricultural relevance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the paper, there are no significant ethical issues. This paper is a review article, summarizing previous research without reporting new experiments involving humans, animals, or etc. The authors have also explained the use of AI for grammar correction and paraphrase. However, the author should clarify that all images used are personal property or from previous research? Because there is no statement or source information for the images used.
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