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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 identifies the prevailing rice gall midge biotype using multi-year field data, supporting resistant variety development and sustainable pest management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. However it is somewhat long.
Suggestion: Identification of the Predominant Rice Gall Midge (Orseolia oryzae) Biotype in Northern Telangana Using Differential Host Lines


	

	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 generally comprehensive, well structured, and scientifically sound

. However, a few minor refinements. However it coulb be improved.
Suggestion: 

1. Specify that “thestudy was conducted over three consecutive kharif seasons (2023–2025).”

2. Briefly indicate the scale of evaluation
3. Streamline minor repetitions. … “stable resistance” and “consistent reactions across seasons” could be merged.
4. Strengthen the concluding impact statement.  Enhance the the final sentence  by explicitly stating the broader implication, such as supporting durable resistance breeding and sustainable integrated pest management in rice ecosystems.


	

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

.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient, appropriate, and relevant to the scope of the study.


	

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


	Yes, the overall English and language quality are suitable for scholarly communication. However I make some suggestions :
INTRODUCTION

1. Break up the following long phrase! Instead of  “The rice gall midge (…s and can dramatically reduce yields.” Read “The rice gall midge (Orseolia oryzae) is one of the most destructive insect pests of rice in South and Southeast Asia. Its feeding induces the formation of characteristic silver shoots, leading to the loss of productive tillers and severe yield reduction.”
2. “However, prolonged and widespread… of breaking down host resistance.”  read  “Prolonged and widespread cultivation of single-gene resistant varieties has exerted strong selection pressure on gall midge populations. This has led to the emergence of virulent biotypes capable of overcoming host resistance.”
MATERIALS AND METHODS (EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN)
3. “Across all three years, …..the number damaged by gall midge (per cent plant damage).” read “In all three years, observations were recorded at 30 and 50 days after transplanting (DAT). Data included the total number of plants per entry and the number damaged by gall midge, expressed as per cent plant damage.”
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION (PATTERN INTERPRETATION)

4. “Overall, the combination of consistent …in the Rudrur ecosystem during kharif, 2023.” read  “Overall, the consistent susceptibility observed in the first two groups and the stable resistance in key differentials of the third and fourth groups closely match the classical reaction profile of gall midge Biotype 3. This indicates that Biotype 3 was predominant in the Rudrur ecosystem during kharif 2023.”
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION (MULTI-SEASON SYNTHESIS)

“The pooled three-season evaluation … the differential groups.” read “The pooled three-season evaluation of the 20-germplasm differential set revealed consistent and biologically meaningful resistance–susceptibility patterns across the differential groups.”

CONCLUSION (KEY FINDING)

“This cumulative and repeatable…the defining signature of Biotype 3.” read  “This cumulative and repeatable resistance–susceptibility pattern, characterized by persistent vulnerability of Group II and strong resistance in Groups I, III, and most of Group IV, matches the defining signature of Biotype 3.”

Ensure tense consistency
The past tense consistently for the methods and results description, and the present tense for established facts and interpretations.

Standardize terminology

Choose either “silver shoot incidence” or “silver shoot formation”
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