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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 study is useful for breeding purposes. Evaluating 48 genotypes at four time points (30, 45, 60, and 75 DAS) gives strong data about disease development. The genetic analysis (PCV, GCV, heritability, GAM) shows that resistance can be passed on and used for selection. Also, the use of AUDPC and infection rate (r) is a good method to predict disease resistance in sunflower.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but the HelianthusannuusL is wrong ,without spaces or italics is not correct for scientific formatting. Correct format is Helianthus annuus L.

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is mostly comprehensive. It clearly states the objective, methodology, and major findings. However, a minor suggestion is to briefly mention the significance or practical importance of identifying resistant genotypes at the end part. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Because, it follows proper steps like setting a clear objective, using correct methods, and showing results with proper interpretation, the data supports the conclusion, and the study helps in finding disease-resistant sunflower types. Overall, the scientific part is clear and valid.
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction does not clearly point out the objective of the study. To improve it, the authors should clearly state the aim of the work, and explain how this study is different from previous ones, and include a short sentence about the main problem being addressed. 
The results give a clear idea about which genotypes are performing better against the disease. Using PDI, AUDPC, r’ value, and DIS together gives a full picture of disease resistance, not just depending on one thing. This makes the results more reliable. At the same time in my view ,the graphical representations would be more effective in presenting the study’s findings, especially for recording disease progression (PDI, AUDPC, and ‘r’ values) across genotypes.

The study lacks details on the specific virus causing sunflower leaf curl disease, mentioning only the Begomovirus. greater clarity, it would be beneficial to include the precise virus name and its transmission method via the whitefly (Bemisia tabaci).
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