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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it consolidates diverse research findings on the management of groundnut diseases, particularly late leaf spot and stem rot. By integrating studies on chemical, biological, and nutrient-based interventions, it provides a holistic understanding of effective and sustainable disease management strategies. The comprehensive reference list serves as a valuable resource for researchers, agronomists, and plant pathologists seeking to develop integrated disease management approaches. Moreover, it highlights knowledge gaps and paves the way for future research on environmentally friendly and economically viable control measures.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Recent Advances in Ecology and Management of Major Peanut Diseases," is generally appropriate as it reflects the article's likely focus on recent developments in understanding and managing significant peanut diseases.

However, the term "ecology" might be somewhat broad or vague unless the manuscript specifically emphasizes the ecological interactions of pathogens. If the focus Is more on disease dynamics and control strategies, a more precise alternative could enhance clarity.

Suggested alternative titles:

"Recent Advances in Epidemiology and Integrated Management of Major Peanut Diseases"

"Progress in the Understanding and Control of Key Diseases Affecting Peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.)
	

	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 overview of the key aspects of the diseases affecting peanut crops—late leaf spot (LLS) and stem rot—including their economic importance, pathogen biology, symptoms, and management strategies. However, there are a few areas where improvements can be made:

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Clarity and Structure: The abstract could benefit from improved sentence structure and clarity. Some sentences are long and could be broken down for better readability.

2. Specificity: It would help to briefly mention a few examples of biological control agents or mineral nutrients discussed in the paper to give a clearer picture of the IDM components.

3. Grammatical Corrections: There  are several grammatical errors and awkward phrasings (e.g., "relaying on" should be "relying on", and "pathogen to cause secondary infection" should be "pathogen from causing secondary infection").

4. Quantitative Data: Including data or statistics (if available) on disease impact or management success rates could enhance the abstract’s informativeness.

5. Conclusion Statement: A more definitive concluding sentence summarizing the significance of integrated disease management or its potential for improving yield and sustainability would strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its objectives and scope, addressing two economically significant peanut diseases: late leaf spot (LLS) and stem rot. It discusses essential aspects such as pathogen biology, symptomatology, epidemiology, and integrated disease management (IDM), which are all relevant and appropriate topics for a scientific review.
However, there are a few points that may require attention to ensure scientific accuracy and clarity:
1. Terminology and Expression: Some scientific terms are not precisely used or are awkwardly phrased, such as:
"abundant inoculums density in air" should be "abundant airborne inoculum".
"hindering pathogen to cause secondary infection" should be "hindering the pathogen from causing secondary infections".
2. Clarity in Causal Relationships: Statements like “stem diseases ultimately results in reducing yield and productivity owing to reduced plant stand and defoliation” could be rephrased for clarity and scientific correctness.
3. Evidence Support: If the full manuscript provides adequate citations and data to support its claims, then the scientific basis is valid. If not, more references or empirical support may be needed, especially under the management section.
4. Grammar and Syntax: Several grammatical errors could obscure the scientific message. Improving the language would enhance clarity and impact.
Conclusion: The manuscript seems scientifically valid in terms of content and intent, but it would benefit from clearer phrasing, correction of terminology, and careful proofreading to ensure precision and professionalism.

	

	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 comprehensive and relevant to the subject. However, a significant number of them are older than 15 years, with several dating back to the 1980s and even earlier. While some classical sources are acceptable, it is recommended to include more recent references (from the past 5–10 years) to reflect current research trends, especially in integrated disease management, biological control, and plant nutrition interactions.
I suggest the inclusion of recent research articles from journals such as Plant Disease, Frontiers in Plant Science, and Crop Protection published between 2015 and 2024. For example:
Recent studies on the role of biocontrol agents like Trichoderma harzianum and Bacillus subtilis.
Advances in genomics and resistant cultivars for groundnut diseases.
Integrated nutrient and fungicide application strategies.

	

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


	The English language quality of the article is generally understandable but requires improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Several issues are noticeable, including:
Grammatical errors and awkward sentence structures .

Inconsistent verb tenses.

Repetitive phrasing and lack of clarity in some parts.

Occasional misuse of scientific terminology.

Suggestions: It is recommended that the manuscript be thoroughly edited for grammar, sentence flow, and technical language. Utilizing professional language editing services or seeking help from a native English speaker with scientific writing experience would enhance the readability and overall quality of the paper.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a thorough review of the major foliar and soilborne diseases affecting peanut crops, with a special focus on late leaf spot and stem rot. The integrated disease management approach is well-discussed, and the inclusion of multiple control strategies (chemical, biological, cultural, and nutritional) enhances the practical value of the paper. However, slight improvements in language clarity and the inclusion of more recent references in some sections could further strengthen the manuscript.
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