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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 a critical issue in sweet potato cultivation: resistance to Sweet Potato Feathery Mottle Virus (SPFMV), a significant constraint on productivity. Identifying SSR markers associated with SPFMV resistance advances marker-assisted selection (MAS) techniques, providing a robust foundation for breeding programs. The findings promise to improve crop resilience, particularly in resource-constrained agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Assessment of Sweet Potato (Ipomoea batatas [L.] Lam.) Accessions for Resistance to Sweet Potato Feathery Mottle Virus," is clear and accurately reflects the study's focus on evaluating sweet potato genotypes for resistance to SPFMV.


	

	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 provides a solid overview of the study, highlighting the importance of sweet potatoes, the threat posed by SPFMV, and the use of SSR markers for resistance identification. It effectively summarizes the methodology, key findings, and potential research applications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
	

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


	Good, better to be improved.
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	Please verify whether the 86 entries and the 131 F1 hybrids are accurate. 
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