Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Annual Research & Review in Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARRB_139419

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Bridging the Genetic Gap: Utilization of Wild Relatives and Landraces in Brassica juncea Improvement Programs

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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 provides a comprehensive and timely overview of the genetic enhancement of Brassica juncea through the utilization of wild relatives and landraces. In light of the pressing challenges posed by climate change, genetic bottlenecks and biotic/abiotic stress, this review is particularly valuable. It effectively compiles recent advances in breeding strategies, molecular tools and omics technologies. The manuscript will benefit researchers, breeders and policymakers focused on crop improvement and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Bridging the Genetic Gap: Utilization of Wild Relatives and Landraces in Brassica juncea Improvement Programs 

Yes, the title is concise, accurate and reflects the core subject of the manuscript. No changes needed.
	

	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 well-written and captures all major points: genetic bottlenecks, role of wild/lostraces, breeding tools, and challenges. One minor suggestion would be to briefly mention specific examples (e.g., Sinapis alba or Varuna) to make it more concrete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust, well-organized, and backed by credible, up-to-date references. The concepts are logically presented, and the claims are well-supported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are both sufficient and very recent (2020–2025), reflecting the current state of research. Authors have drawn on key studies and included relevant examples. No additional references are necessary at this point.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly publication. Only minor copyediting may be required (e.g., punctuation, spacing).
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures and tables are well-chosen and enhance the clarity of the content.

2. Table 1 is informative and well-structured; however, consider using more consistent formatting.

3. Section 6 on “Challenges and Future Prospects” is particularly strong and reflects the field’s forward-looking needs.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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