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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a number of important plant immune mechanisms from recognition through to systemic acquired resistance and integrates PTI, ETI, the role of hormonal signaling, and defense memory in a systematic fashion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but too narrow in scope. The review only addresses recognition and signaling, and fails to mention SAR. A wider title may attract a broader audience and reflect all of the content of the review. Suggested: “Recognition and Signal Transduction in Plant Immunity: From PTI to SAR”
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured overall. It does contain small errors (e.g., "entral" → "Central") to be addressed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are no ethical issues regarding the review article. The authors provide content from existing published literature with corresponding citations. There is no human or animal experimentation. The manuscript carries no ethical risks
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are generally sufficient to underpin the review. Some references are a bit older and could be updated to more recent studies. Reference citations for 2020-present on NLR signaling, effector biology, and SAR would improve overall quality. The references overall are satisfactory but could be made more current. 
	

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


	Language / English Quality The language is clear and is suitable mostly for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors and typographical errors (for example, “entral” → “Central”) but this needs to be corrected. Additionally, some sentences are long, and there are a couple of places where can break a sentence up that would improve clarity, but this isn't a major raise. With some minor editing, the manuscript adheres to university level expectations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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