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	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.


	This manuscript addresses challenges in muskmelon cultivation, such as disease and pest infestation and quality maintenance. It highlights grafting as a sustainable, eco-friendly solution to these problems. The findings offer valuable insights into optimizing rootstock-scion combinations for improved fruit quality and resistance. This research contributes significantly to enhancing agricultural sustainability and food security in muskmelon production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest you modify the title e.g.: Impact of Cucurbit Rootstocks on Muskmelon Quality, Disease, and Pest Resistance in Grafted Hybrids. Rind thickness only hightlight the grafting already mentioned and biochemical properties is too general.
	

	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.


	Yes. Check and correct any minor grammatical inconsistencies. Also include a clear concluding statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Check references for typos e.g. Horticultural science for ref 11 & 12. Ensure consistent formatting some Journal names were abbreviated while others written in full.If ref. 29 is only a Submitted manuscript exclude it from the list. Check ref. 44 and reference it correctly.
	

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


	YES. However, a thorough proofread for comma usage, article usage, and subject-verb agreement would be beneficial. Correct typos e.g. highest not higest, recorded not recoded, change ‘noted with’ to ‘was recorded in’, consider breaking down very long sentences in the discussions to shorter ones for more comprehension, use precent only avoid per cent, 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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