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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive review of begomovirus-mediated tomato leaf curl disease, a topic of considerable relevance in plant virology and global agricultural systems. Tomato leaf curl disease represents a major constraint to tomato production worldwide, particularly in tropical and subtropical regions, where begomoviruses are widely გავრცელ. In this context, the manuscript contributes by compiling current knowledge on viral pathogenesis, transmission dynamics, and host-virus interactions.

Moreover, the review has the potential to serve as a valuable reference for researchers working on plant-virus interactions, crop protection strategies, and molecular plant pathology. However, while the manuscript is informative, it would benefit from a more critical synthesis of the literature rather than a predominantly descriptive approach. Strengthening the analytical perspective—particularly by identifying knowledge gaps and emerging research directions—would significantly enhance its scientific contribution.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative and reflects the general scope of the manuscript. However, it is somewhat verbose and could be refined for greater clarity and impact. A more concise title emphasizing key scientific aspects—such as pathogenesis mechanisms or host interaction—would improve readability and indexing.

Suggested alternative titles:

1. “Begomovirus-Induced Tomato Leaf Curl Disease: Mechanisms of Pathogenesis and Host Interaction”
2. “Tomato Leaf Curl Disease Caused by Begomoviruses: Molecular Interactions and Pathogenic Mechanisms”
3. “Host Responses and Viral Strategies in Begomovirus-Mediated Tomato Leaf Curl Disease”
4. “Advances in Understanding Begomovirus Pathogenesis in Tomato Leaf Curl Disease”

	

	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 provides a general overview of the manuscript; however, it requires refinement to improve clarity, structure, and scientific depth. Currently, it appears somewhat descriptive and lacks emphasis on specific mechanisms and key findings discussed in the review.

To enhance its effectiveness, the abstract should:

· Clearly define the scope and objectives of the review;

· Highlight key molecular or biological mechanisms discussed;

· Provide a more structured flow (background → objective → key insights → conclusion);

· Avoid overly broad or generic statements.

A more precise and focused abstract would significantly improve the manuscript’s visibility and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses the fundamental aspects of begomovirus biology and tomato leaf curl disease. The concepts presented are generally accurate and aligned with current understanding in the field. However, the manuscript tends to adopt a descriptive narrative rather than a critical analytical approach.

To improve scientific rigor, the authors should:

· Compare and contrast findings from different studies;

· Discuss inconsistencies or controversies in the literature;

· Identify limitations in current knowledge;

· Provide deeper insights into molecular mechanisms, such as host defense responses, viral suppressors of RNA silencing, and vector-virus interactions.

Enhancing the critical discussion will elevate the manuscript from a descriptive review to a more impactful and authoritative synthesis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes relevant studies; however, it requires improvement in both breadth and balance. In particular, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Inclusion of foundational (classical) studies that established key concepts in begomovirus research;

· Integration of more recent publications (last 3–5 years), especially those addressing molecular mechanisms and genomic approaches;

· Removal of redundant or duplicated references;

· Strict adherence to the journal’s formatting guidelines.

A more curated and updated reference list would strengthen the credibility and completeness of the review.


	

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


	While the manuscript is generally understandable, the English language quality requires improvement to meet the standards of international scientific publishing. Issues observed include:

· Grammatical inconsistencies;

· Awkward sentence structures;

· Redundancy and lack of conciseness in certain sections;

· Occasional lack of coherence between paragraphs.

It is strongly recommended that the manuscript undergo professional language editing by a native English speaker or a specialized academic editing service. Improving linguistic quality will significantly enhance readability and overall impact.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic with clear relevance to plant pathology and agricultural sustainability. However, its current structure and level of analysis limit its potential impact. The review would benefit from:

· A more logical organization of sections and subsections;

· Greater integration between topics, avoiding fragmentation;

· Inclusion of schematic figures illustrating virus-host interactions and disease cycles;

· Use of summary tables to compare key studies or mechanisms.

By incorporating these improvements, the manuscript could evolve into a more authoritative and widely cited review in the field.


	


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Zaidi, S. S. E. A., Martin, D. P., Amin, I., Farooq, M., & Mansoor, S. (2017). Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus: a widespread bipartite begomovirus in the territory of monopartite begomoviruses. Molecular plant pathology, 18(7), 901-911.

Ghanim, M. (2014). A review of the mechanisms and components that determine the transmission efficiency of Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (Geminiviridae; Begomovirus) by its whitefly vector. Virus research, 186, 47-54.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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