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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.


	Assessing groundnut genotypes for resistance to collar rot, a disease that has a major impact on yield in tropical and subtropical regions, is the main focus of this manuscript, which tackles a crucial plant pathology problem. The information gathered from field trials conducted over two seasons in a row offers important insights into the relative resistance levels of 30 genotypes, supporting disease-resistant breeding initiatives. Researchers, plant breeders and extension specialists looking to lessen reliance on chemical fungicides and advance sustainable disease management will find this study to be practically relevant. The findings for upcoming groundnut improvement programs are more reliable thanks to the comprehensive disease incidence data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable and informative. However, for better clarity and scholarly appeal, the revised version is suggested.
Suggested Title:
Screening of Groundnut Genotypes for Resistance to Collar Rot Caused by Aspergillus niger van Tieghem
	

	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.


	Although there are some awkward phrasing and grammatical errors, the abstract offers a reasonable overview. For clarity and scholarly tone, it needs to be revised. Suggested improvements include:

· Rephrasing to: “Groundnut yield losses due to collar rot caused by Aspergillus niger are significant. In this study, 30 groundnut genotypes were screened under field conditions over two seasons. None were found resistant or immune, though eight showed moderate resistance.”
· A brief description of the methodology (artificial inoculation, disease rating) and main results (no resistant genotype, identification of moderately resistant ones) should also be included in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is indeed methodologically and scientifically sound. The disease incidence-based classification is in line with accepted practices (Mayee and Datar, 1986). Validity is increased by using pooled data. However, robustness could be added by statistical analysis of genotype performance, such as ANOVA, which is currently lacking.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references are appropriate and adequate. But the majority are prior to 2018. A few more current references (after 2019) on groundnut disease resistance or modern breeding methods could be included for greater scholarly depth.

Additional references that have been suggested:

· Recent developments in molecular markers for groundnuts' resistance to collar rot.

· research on the combined use of biological control and resistant cultivars in disease management.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript needs to be moderately to severely edited. Some of the problems are:

· Sentences that are lengthy

· Verb forms that are not appropriate (e.g., ‘there are so many fungicides are available’)

· Inconsistent use of technical terms (for example, ‘moderate resistant’ should be ‘moderately resistant’)

Prior to publication, professional proofreading is highly advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The names of the authors ought to be mentioned.

· Think about including a section at the end that summarizes how the results are used in practice.

· Visual representations of resistant groups, such as bar charts or heatmaps, would be helpful.

· Table 3 in particular needs to have its formatting improved for readability.
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