Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_153883

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	STUDIES ON BIOPHYSICAL BASIS OF RESISTANCE IN SESAME GENOTYPES AGAINST LEAFHOPPER (Orosius albicinctus)

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	First, understanding the relationship between biophysical leaf traits and disease incidence could contribute to the identification of resistant genotypes that will be used in breeding programs aiming at improving sesame resilience. Secondly, the experiments were replicated across two consecutive seasons strengthening the findings. The study provides useful applied insights. I think that this manuscript addresses an important phytosanitary problem in sesame production
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title suits the core theme of the study. However, it could be slightly refined to better align with the specific focus of the manuscript. Since the study evaluates the association between leaf biophysical traits and phyllody incidence, the title could be made more precise by explicitly highlighting this relationship. Replacing the phrase “Studies on” with a more specific formulation would improve clarity and scientific precision.
	

	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 appears to lack several essential elements. The objective of the study is not explicitly stated, although it can be inferred from the text. In addition, it would be interesting to have a brief contextualization of the problem, explaining the significance of phyllody and the rationale for selecting the studied biophysical traits. Furthermore, the inclusion of key methodological details like experimental design and quantitative like correlation coefficients and maybe significance levels would bring more clarity and scientific value to the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mmethodology appears relevant to the research objective. The studied traits are biologically associated with plant-insect interactions. However, some details are missing. The experimental design, number of replications, and statistical analyses used are not clearly described. Providing clearer methodological details would significantly improve the scientific rigor and reproducibility of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list appears limited both in number and scope. The manuscript would benefit from incorporating more studies specifically focused on sesame-leafhopper interactions and recent advances in host plant resistance. Only a few citations directly address sesame phyllody or resistance mechanisms in sesame.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable; however, several minor language inconsistencies are present throughout the text.
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The manuscript should be accepted after major revision
	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)

NO
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