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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 research conducted is novel as it addresses the impact of sowing time of linseed crop, particularly in regions where linseed is a major crop. No only time of sowing but study covers multiple dimensions, including the impact of environmental factors, and varietal resistance. This holistic approach strengthens the findings. Detailed experimental procedures, including randomized block design, replication, and use of statistical tools, gives credibility to the results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. 
	

	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 of the article is well-structured and provides a summary of the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, redundant information like temperature, humidity, sunshine hours are described in detail. While important, this level of detail can be shifted to the main text. The abstract should focus on broader conclusions. The mention of "statistical analysis revealed significant correlations" is vague. A concise example of the most significant finding (e.g., "minimum temperature significantly influenced disease development") could be added. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research appears to be scientifically sound in its design, methodology, and conclusions. The randomized block design (RBD) for field trials is appropriate and gives reliability to the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant to the study. Only a few references (e.g., Punia et al., 2021; Dhaliwal et al., 2020) are recent, and misses on more current insights into Alternaria blight or related topics. Include references published after 2018 to ensure the manuscript reflects current research trends. 
	

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


	The manuscript's language is generally clear and conveys the intended scientific information. The terms like percent disease index (PDI), multiple regression analysis and varietal screening are appropriate scientific terms.
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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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