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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 is significant as it:

Expands knowledge on antifungal gallotannins beyond mango fruit peel to other aerial parts (florets, flush, leaves), highlighting their role in plant defense. Provides insights into the correlation between gallotannin decline and anthracnose progression, which is crucial for postharvest disease management. Supports agrochemical alternatives by identifying natural antifungal compounds that could reduce reliance on synthetic fungicides. Contributes to plant pathology and food security by understanding resistance mechanisms in mango cultivars, aiding in breeding programs for disease-resistant varieties.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate but could be slightly refined for precision: Suggested Alternative:
"Antifungal Gallotannins in Mango (Mangifera indica): Distribution in Aerial Tissues and Role in Anthracnose Resistance"
	

	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 comprehensive but could be improved by: Additions:
· Briefly mention the TLC bioassay method (since it’s key to quantifying antifungal activity).

· Specify the cultivar names used (e.g., ‘Kohu’ for leaves/florets, ‘Karutha colomban’ for fruit peel).

· Clarify the statistical significance of differences in gallotannin levels (e.g., "florets showed significantly higher activity than leaves, p < 0.05").

Deletions: The phrase "The study also looked into..." could be tightened to: "We also investigated..."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with:

· Clear methodology (TLC bioassay, inoculation protocol).

· Logical correlation between gallotannin decline and disease progression.

· Appropriate statistical analysis (Duncan’s test, variance analysis).

Minor Suggestion: Include a chemical structure of gallotannins (if available) to aid readers unfamiliar with these compounds.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient.
	

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


	The English is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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