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	1- Grafting in melons, particularly onto cucurbitaceous rootstocks, helps manage soil-borne diseases, enhance stress tolerance, and improve productivity. However, under certain environmental conditions, such as high temperatures, grafting on pumpkin rootstocks may induce bitterness due to cucurbitacin synthesis .

2-  Despite such limitations, grafting remains a promising technique for sustainable muskmelon cultivation and improved fruit quality.
3- Muskmelon is rich in nutrients, especially β-carotene and vitamin C, and possesses medicinal properties such as anticancer, antidiabetic, and antimicrobial activity (Danish et al., 2020; Ali et al., 2020). However, production is often constrained by diseases like powdery mildew,
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	The manuscript scientifically is correct
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	The references are sufficient and recent.
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