Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_151065

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Screening of guava varieties against Rugose spiralling whitefly (Aleurodicus rugioperculatus Martin) in guava

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript addresses the screening of guava varieties against the invasive rugose spiralling whitefly (Aleurodicus rugioperculatus), a pest of increasing economic importance in tropical fruit production. By linking pest incidence with detailed biophysical and biochemical leaf traits, the study contributes to understanding host plant resistance mechanisms in guava. The findings are relevant for integrated pest management and varietal selection programs, particularly in regions facing rising whitefly infestations. The study offers practical insights that can support breeding strategies and reduce dependence on chemical control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the study.
	

	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 abstract summarizes the main findings but requires improvement in clarity, structure, and language. It is currently dense and difficult to follow due to long sentences and grammatical issues. The abstract should briefly mention the experimental design, location, and key methods used for biochemical and biophysical analysis. Reducing excessive numerical detail and improving readability would strengthen this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound in terms of objectives, experimental approach, and analysis of biophysical and biochemical parameters. Correlation analyses are appropriate and generally well interpreted. However, there are several inconsistencies in interpretation, particularly where correlation direction is stated incorrectly (e.g., acidity and vitamin C sections). These issues need careful revision to ensure conclusions consistently match the reported correlation coefficients.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include several recent studies (2022–2025). However, some citations are repetitive across sections, and additional references on host plant resistance mechanisms and invasive whitefly management could strengthen the discussion. Minor formatting inconsistencies in references should also be corrected.
	

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


	The language quality is below the standard required for scholarly publication. There are frequent grammatical errors, repetition, unclear sentences, and inconsistencies in terminology. The manuscript requires thorough English language editing by a proficient speaker or professional editing service before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Several sections contain contradictory statements between correlation results and their interpretations.

· Tables are informative but need improved formatting and consistency in units and symbols.

· The discussion section is very long and repetitive; it should be streamlined to focus on key findings.

· Methods lack details on experimental design, replication, and statistical software used.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are identified, as the study involves plant experimentation and does not include human or animal subjects.
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