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	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 presents relevant and timely research on managing Fusarium solani, a major pathogen affecting papaya crops. The study evaluates the effectiveness of new-generation fungicides under laboratory conditions, identifying combinations that could be economically viable and environmentally safer alternatives for disease management. The findings contribute significantly to integrated disease management strategies and offer valuable insights for researchers and farmers seeking sustainable control measures against papaya root rot.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the study’s content and focus.
	

	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 and provides a clear summary of the study’s objectives, methods, and key findings. However, the authors could briefly mention the statistical approach used and the broader implications of their findings to enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, methodology, and statistical analysis are appropriate. The interpretation of results is coherent and well-supported by data. However, minor clarifications regarding experimental replicates and incubation duration consistency could improve transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include recent and relevant studies. However, inclusion of more international sources or comparative studies on similar pathogens in other crops could broaden the context.
	

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


	The English is generally acceptable for scholarly writing. A few grammatical and stylistic improvements (e.g., consistency in tense, minor punctuation issues) would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and contributes valuable data on fungicide efficacy. The poisoned food technique is a standard and reliable method for such evaluations. Future field trials and phytotoxicity evaluations are recommended to validate laboratory findings under real-world conditions.

The manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-presented data and relevant conclusions. Minor revisions are recommended for improving clarity, grammar, and completeness of the abstract and discussion.
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