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	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides the first systematic, multi-season evidence on the prevailing rice gall midge biotype in the Northern Telangana region, an area facing recurrent pest outbreaks. By confirming the dominance of Biotype 3 through standardized differential line evaluation, the study fills a critical regional knowledge gap needed for accurate resistance deployment and varietal recommendation. The findings also contribute to broader gall midge–host interaction research by validating the stability of specific resistance genes under natural field pressure. Overall, the work supports informed resistance breeding, surveillance of biotype shifts, and the development of sustainable, region-specific rice pest management strategies.
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	Title is ok
	

	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 is clear, comprehensive, and well structured, as it effectively covers the background, objective, methodology, duration, key findings, and practical implications of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The study uses standard rice gall-midge differential lines, follows established biotype identification protocols, spans multiple seasons, and reports consistent reactions under adequate natural infestation, which supports the validity of the conclusions. The interpretation of resistance–susceptibility patterns and the identification of Biotype 3 are logical and well supported by the data described. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor, and no major conceptual or methodological flaws are evident.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are relevant but require updating with more recent studies.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor improvements, such as updating references and slight refinement in material method section  for clarity, would further strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the study makes a valuable contribution to applied agricultural research.
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