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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 provides a comprehensive and timely review of the genetic improvement of Brassica juncea through the utilization of wild relatives and landraces. It highlights a critical issue in crop breeding—narrow genetic diversity—and proposes practical strategies for broadening the gene pool to enhance agronomic traits, stress tolerance, and nutritional quality. The integration of classical breeding techniques with molecular tools and genomic resources makes this review highly relevant to ongoing efforts in sustainable agriculture and food security under climate change conditions. The discussion also identifies key gaps and proposes future directions, making it a valuable contribution to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, informative, and accurately reflects the core theme and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the background, objectives, and scope of the review. However, it would benefit from a clearer emphasis on the practical significance of wild relatives and landraces in breeding programs, including specific examples of trait improvements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It provides a well-structured synthesis of current knowledge and methodologies in B. juncea improvement. It references both classical and cutting-edge research with a logical flow and clear argumentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, well-curated, and include many recent publications (up to 2024), which strengthen the relevance and timeliness of the work.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in generally clear and scholarly English. Minor improvements in grammar and sentence structure would enhance readability but do not impede understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could be further strengthened by including a summary table comparing major landraces and wild relatives with their key agronomic traits. A distribution map of accession sources would also add value for readers focused on germplasm conservation.
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