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	Is the title of the article suitable?
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1. Do mention which crop stage you took spray ?

2. Complete inhibtion means, how much percent mention in bracket ?

3. Italicize the words In-vitro and In-vivo
Introduction 

1. How can the gap between potential and realized mustard yield due to biotic stresses like Alternaria blight be narrowed at the farm level?
2. What role do seed-borne infections and primary inoculum sources (like stubbles and volunteer crops) play in the persistence and spread of Alternaria blight in mustard-growing regions?
3. What are the implications of Alternaria species acting as both saprophytes and parasites in the epidemiology and control of mustard blight?
Material and Methods
1. variety- Rajendra sufalam (whether susceptable or resistance, mention in M and M)

2. Which season did you conducted area and location mention
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Results

1. what extent does early-stage suppression of Alternaria blight by highly effective fungicide treatments (e.g., Azoxystrobin 12.5% + Tebuconazole 12.5% SC) influence overall disease progression, yield performance, and economic viability under field conditions?

Discussion 

1. Some typographical erros are there so do attend those

2. Is only fungicide is the way or IPM is better option for  better control?

Summary and conclusion
1. What is the economic benefit-cost ratio of using each fungicide in terms of input cost versus yield gain in managing Alternaria blight?
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