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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 insights into the identification of sunflower genotypes with resistance to leaf curl disease, a major constraint affecting sunflower productivity in India and other tropical regions. By evaluating 48 genotypes under natural field conditions, the study offers practical data on disease progression and resistance levels, which are essential for informed breeding decisions. The use of standardized metrics like PDI, AUDPC, and infection rate enhances the scientific rigor and comparability of results. The identification of a moderately resistant hybrid (NDLA-2 × NDI-51) contributes a promising genetic resource for breeding programs aimed at developing disease-resilient sunflower cultivars, supporting sustainable oilseed production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the Title is appropriate for the research work conducted.
	

	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 quite comprehensive, However the following directives can be considered:

1. Remove excessive numeric details (e.g., AUDPC values) and focus on trends or relative differences.

2. Briefly mention the statistical methods applied (e.g., ANOVA, heritability estimates).

3. Clarify the potential impact of the study for future breeding programs or crop improvement strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Though the manuscript follows a scientific approach, there is no information on the environmental factors under which the experiments were conducted. The manuscript would benefit from a clearer explanation of how the identified resistant genotypes can be incorporated into future breeding strategies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites sufficient sources, but most are regionally focused (India). Including international literature—especially recent advances in molecular resistance or begomovirus control—would provide a broader scientific context. Also, reliance on older sources (e.g., 1975) could be reduced or supplemented.
	

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


	The manuscript contains multiple grammatical and structural issues. Examples include: ‘There an increase in disease susceptibility…’ (should be: ‘There is an increase…’) and incomplete sentences such as ‘enhancing sunflower productivity and sustainability in’. Terminology such as ‘DIS’ and ‘disease index scale’ should be standardized. A professional English language edit is essential before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research work can be considered for publication, however it does not include a comprehensive literature survey. The equations are not well-integrated into the narrative and appear to be directly lifted without adaptation. Authors should ensure equations are rephrased, explained, and properly cited to reflect their application in this specific study. Inclusion of visual elements such as bar charts, line graphs (for PDI/AUDPC), and images of disease symptoms would enhance readability and support key findings.
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