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	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.


	Phyllody-infected plants typically exhibit floral malformations, partial or complete sterility and severe reductions in yield. In India Sunhemp is severely affected by phyllody. Developing resistant varieties is always a cheaper and sustainable solution for stresses. In light of this, the work is important for the breeding programme
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	The title highlighted about resistant evaluation in mutagenized sunhemp. So it would be more meaningful how the genotypes were mutagenized in the material and methods
	

	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 comprehensive and throw light on the entire study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It would be scientifically sound if how the experiment was carried out like how mutations were induced, which generation is used for evaluation.
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	Yes the references are recent. However some authors mentioned in the text are missing in the references and vice versa. In introduction also please include some references.
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	The style of writing was good and easy to understand. 
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