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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. The simultaneous production of two cash crops (pulse and lac) from a single Cajanus cajan 
plant is an innovative and economically beneficial approach. This finding could inspire 
researchers and farmers to explore similar dual-crop systems for other plant species, 
potentially increasing overall agricultural productivity. The detailed information on lac 
production, 100 lac cell weight, and seed yield under varying levels of biotic stress provides 
a nuanced understanding of how stress factors influence different aspects of plant 
development. This knowledge is valuable for researchers studying plant-insect interactions 
and developing pest management strategies. The research emphasizes the significance of 
these findings for pigeonpea growers in both Africa and Asia, suggesting that the insights 
gained from this study may have broad applicability across different regions. This global 
perspective enhances the relevance of the research to a wider scientific audience. 
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