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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.


	The study conducted during the Rabi season of 2023–24 demonstrated that essential oils, particularly neem oil at 5%, were effective in managing purple blotch disease in garlic caused by Alternaria porri. Among all treatments, mancozeb showed the highest improvement in plant growth and cost benefit ratio, but neem oil was concluded as the most sustainable and eco-friendly option. All treatments significantly enhanced garlic growth parameters and reduced disease severity compared to the control. The results are promising for the Prayagraj region, but further trials are recommended to validate findings across different agro-climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is partially suitable, but it does not clearly reflect the disease management aspect of the study, which is a major focus of your research. It emphasizes only "yield and quality enhancement" and "biostimulant" effects. Alternate title suggestion: "Evaluation of Essential Oils for Managing Purple Blotch Disease and Enhancing Growth in Garlic (Allium sativum 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.


	Yes. But the abstract should follow a clear structure: Background → Objective → Methodology → Key Findings → Conclusion. Including all numeric values for each treatment in the abstract is too dense and not reader friendly. The abstract implies that mancozeb performed best, but the conclusion of the paper (as you shared earlier) says neem oil is most recommended. This contradiction should be clarified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript appears to be generally scientifically correct.


	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Moderate level language is used . But its ok.
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	Nice work with minor revisions
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