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PART1:Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthe manuscript and highlight that part in 
themanuscript.Itismandatorythat authorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientific community? 

(Pleasewritefewsentences onthismanuscript) 
 
2. Is thetitleof thearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 
 
3. Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive? 

 
4. Are subsections andstructureofthemanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Doyou thinkthemanuscript isscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

1. In the conditions of global changes, characterized by high temperatures, drought 
anddesertification, the interest of researchers in finding viable solutions to support agricultureand 
ensure food for the population is increasing. The culture studied in this manuscriptpresents 
advantageous characteristics in these conditions and an important biochemicalcomplex for nutrition. 
Sustaining such crops and finding varieties resistant to pest attacks,exploring the possibilities of 
combating them by deciphering the genetic characteristicsunderlying its resistance are a necessity. 
The theme is of interest for the plant culture areasbutalsoforother areaswhere thisculture canbe 
expanded.Thematerialsandworkmethods arewelldescribed and canbe easilyrepeated. 
2. The title is consistent with the content of thework. 
3. Thesummaryis comprehensiveandhighlightstheessentialresults 
4. Thework is structuredin sections andsubsections accordingtotherequirements 
5. I appreciate the amount of work and the statistical method used, the method that lendsitself to 
these agricultural experiments. In addition, the experiments resulted in the findingof 
moderatelyresistant genotypestothetested pest. 
6. Thebibliographyis sufficient and quite recent. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityof thearticlesuitablefor 

scholarlycommunications? 

 
 
yes 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   

 
PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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 details) 
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