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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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” comprehensive review on Mycosphaerella” includes the vast range of hosts affected by the pathogen. Special attention is focused on Mycosphaerella musicola and M. fijiensis, the causal organisms of Yellow Sigatoka disease and Black Sigatoka leaf disease respectively in banana, causes severe losses during epidemic conditions so applying the major control methods mentioned in this study could be helpful to cope out the severity of the pathogen.  It may helps the scientific community in future. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study is suitable. 
	

	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 study is almost comprehensive yet it does not include the microtomical details, so addition of findings of this section must be included which helps in better understanding of the nature of the pathogen and its impact on hosts. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is based on scientific studies but most of the information are theoretically explained and lacking supportive data to explain the results i.e. addition of climatic data- Temperature, humidity, etc. More figures and images of the study material and practical data should also be included for better understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are quite sufficient and appropriate. For detail anatomical and morphological study of conidia our study on Cercospora species – Studies of four new species of Cercospora from Garhwal Himalaya. India -M.S. Rana, Urmila Rana JMR (2023) may be helpful.
	

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


	The language is simple but there are some typing mistakes as usual i.e. et. al., This article is suitable yet it needs some minor additions of data, figures and images started from beginning to the end of the infection of the disease with symptoms and detailed practical practices adopted by the author/s which helps to be suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In this manuscript the section of “Materials and Methods’ is not mentioned specifically while the headings “Pathogenicity/ Pathogenic cycle and Isolation and Identification” may include under this section/ heading and “Epidemology” may refers as “Results” of the study. However, the study is a good attempt to prevent the Mycosphaerella fungi during favourable/ unfavourable climatic conditions. Hopes bright future for the researchers of the manuscript.
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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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