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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript offers valuable insights into the field management of early blight in potato using fungicides and bio-agents. The two-year field data enhances understanding of effective and sustainable control strategies against Alternaria solani. These findings can aid researchers and farmers in improving potato health and productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title conveys the core objective, but it can be improved for clarity, scientific tone, and conciseness.
	

	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 provides a general overview, which reduces its impact and readability. There are many missing key elements. So rewrite it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific foundation of the study is correct, but it requires significant improvement in expression, statistical clarity, and methodological detail to be fully acceptable for publication. Strengthening these areas will enhance the manuscript’s credibility and scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and fairly recent, but a few cited twice for the same Mane et al. 2014.

	

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


	No, the current language and English quality of the manuscript are not yet suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision required:

· Rewrite the abstract and conclusion for clarity.

· Improve grammar throughout.

· Reorganize sections for better logical flow.

· Strengthen the discussion with interpretation, not just citation.

· Add clearer presentation of statistics and data interpretation.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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