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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.


	This manuscript evaluates eighteen rapeseed–mustard genotypes for their response to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum under artificial inoculation over two Rabi seasons. The study addresses an important constraint in Brassica production, and the use of epidemiological parameters such as PDI, AUDPC, and apparent infection rate (r) strengthens the assessment of resistance. The work is methodologically sound and provides useful baseline information for resistance breeding programs. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 informative but can be improved.. Briefly mention the experimental design (number of replications and artificial stem inoculation method).
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	The study is scientifically sound in general, and the screening methodology, artificial inoculation technique, and use of AUDPC and r-values are appropriate. However, the following issues should be addressed:

· Experimental design details – Plot size, plant spacing, and statistical model used for pooled analysis are not clearly described.

· Statistical analysis – There is no mention of ANOVA, standard error, CD/LSd, or significance testing among genotypes. This is essential to validate differences in PDI and AUDPC.

· r-value calculation – The time intervals (t₁ and t₂) used for infection rate estimation should be clearly stated.
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