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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 is important as it provides a synthesis of existing knowledge on Chilli Leaf Curl Virus (ChiLCV) from biology, epidemiology, detection, and management perspectives into a single source. By connecting the evolution of ChiLCV virus and its satellite viruses at a molecular level with incidence levels at a practical/ farming level, this manuscript will enhance an understanding of why such epidemics continue. This manuscript also points out some promising avenues such as marker-assisted breeding, RNAi, CRISPR, etc., while pointing out some limitations associated with these methods, which would serve as a handy guidebook for research scientists working on plant virology, breeding for resistance, and IPM programs for Chilli crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Chilli Leaf Curl Virus (ChiLCV): Molecular Biology, Epidemiology, Diagnostic Advances, and Integrated Management Strategies
	

	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 overall quite good and informative with a good summary of the biology of Chilli leaf curl virus (ChiLCV), epidemiological importance, molecular variability, and developing management solutions – although it could be improved with regard to the clarity of structuring. It could include, as an introduction, what it intends to summarize and why it is necessary. A sentence summarizing the importance related to plant breeders, pathogens, and extension officers could add nicely to bridge the research finding with its application. The abstract ought to summarize again that although molecular tools such as RNAi, MAS, and CRISPR are having an important application potential, no less important is the need to develop an overall management plan comprising the importance of diagnostics, vector management, developing biologically resistant plant varieties, and proper agronomic techniques. It could reduce the repetition related to recombination and satellites into one concise statement. Lastly, a summarizing sentence by identifying areas still unknown related to the unpredictable nature of plant resistance, the quicker developments among the virus, as well as vector group variability could add importance to the conclusion part.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid and sufficiently backed up by current literature to properly reflect the biology of Chilli leaf curl virus (with respect to monopartite genome structure and gene arrangement, replication strategy, and interaction with betasatellites), epidemiology mediated by insect and environmental dynamics, and the rationale of integrated approaches to manage the disease through diagnostics, vector control, and resistance breeding. In particular, the topics of evolution by mutations and recombination events in the viruses, Bemisia tabaci-mediated perpetual transmission cycles of the viruses, and current technologies of molecular diagnostics, marker-assisted breeding programs, RNAi and CRISPR/Cas are appropriately covered to reflect the state of contemporary knowledge and recent scientific advances. In fact, the required adjustments are merely minor—such as unification of nomenclature terms (for example “begomoviruses,” “Geminiviridae family"), avoiding discrepancies in the citation of very high yield losses, and addressing typographic problems that sometimes make the actual expressed ideas or concepts still correct. In summary, the manuscript is scientifically valid and coherent and with respect to relevance and content is correct with proposed adjustments primarily towards clarity and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and reasonably up-to-date, with strong coverage from 2010–2025 that includes key papers on ChiLCV biology, epidemiology, satellites, diagnostics, and management strategies. It appropriately cites several authoritative reviews (e.g., on begomovirus evolution, whitefly transmission, and integrated management) and includes recent advances in molecular breeding and CRISPR-based resistance. However, the manuscript would benefit from a few targeted additions to strengthen certain sections: (1) add at least one recent global synthesis on whitefly-transmitted virus management to better contextualize IPM beyond chilli systems; (2) include a reference on field-deployable diagnostics such as LAMP or isothermal amplification, since early detection is emphasized; and (3) add a quantitative assessment of economic/yield impacts of ChiLCV to support statements about losses. These additions would not change conclusions but would make the discussion more balanced and evidence-rich. If you’d like, I can propose specific papers to cite in each section.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it needs moderate editing for clarity, grammar, and consistency before publication. Most scientific ideas are expressed correctly, yet there are recurring issues such as long, crowded sentences, inconsistent tense usage, occasional grammatical errors, typographical mistakes (e.g., extra words and spacing), and repeated phrases that reduce readability. Terminology sometimes shifts (for example, variations in how begomoviruses and satellites are referred to), and a few sections would benefit from clearer transitions and more concise wording. Overall, the English quality is acceptable but would be significantly improved with careful language polishing and professional copy-editing to meet the standards expected in scientific journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this review is timely and useful because it integrates molecular, epidemiological, and management perspectives on Chilli leaf curl virus in a way that will help researchers, breeders, and extension workers alike. The strongest aspects include the clear explanation of virus–satellite interactions, emphasis on integrated management, and coverage of emerging resistance tools such as MAS, RNAi, and CRISPR. To strengthen the paper further, I recommend reducing repetition (especially in evolution and satellite sections), improving figure/table integration with clearer captions, tightening the language, and adding a short section that explicitly highlights research gaps and priority directions. A concluding schematic summarizing “virus–vector–host–management interactions” would also add value for readers. With careful editing, this manuscript has the potential to become a widely used reference
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