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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.


	It is an interesting article that addresses a little documented topic in Stevia cultivation. The Alternaria microorganism, although widely documented in other crops, mainly in vegetables, is poorly documented in stevia, hence the importance of this manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 should be restructured as it does not currently comply with the structure expected for this section. The abstract should begin with a brief introduction to the problem or, if applicable, directly mention the objective of the study. Subsequently, the methodology used should be described concisely (including treatments, experimental design, site and main variables), and end with the most relevant results and a clear conclusion based on these findings.

In the current version, the abstract starts by mentioning the treatments, which corresponds to the methodology section, and omits key elements such as the objective and context of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not
Manuscript needs to be rewritten.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Should include more references related to Alternarnia control treatments.

Dania, V. O., & Okoye, U. J. (2017). Evaluation of neem seed extract for the management of early blight (Alternaria solani) disease of tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.). Nigerian Journal of Plant Protection, 31(1), 39-58.

Nizamani, M. H., Abro, M. A., Gadhi, M. A., Keerio, A. U., Talpur, M. S. A., & Qazi, S. (2020). Evaluation of different essential oils and bio control agents against Alternaria alternata the causal agent of fruit rot of jujube. Journal of Applied Research in Plant Sciences, 1(1), 1-8.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction: It is requested to rewrite the objective section of the study, formulating it in a clearer and more specific way in relation to the research work carried out. The objective should express precisely what it is intended to investigate, evaluate or demonstrate, indicating the crop, treatment, variable or phenomenon studied and, if possible, the context or purpose of the research. We suggest avoiding unclear or overly general wording, and instead state an objective that directly reflects the focus and scope of the study.
MATERIAL AND METHODS: The Materials and Methods section is requested to be rewritten based on the editorial guidelines. This section should include in a clear and detailed manner:

- The description of the experimental site (geographic location, climate, soil, etc., if applicable),

- Materials and equipment used,

- The methods and techniques used for data collection and analysis,

- As well as the experimental design (treatments, repetitions, experimental units, etc.).
In this section the author mixes background with methodology. He should eliminate these comments and focus on how he conducted the study.

Conclusion: Regarding the Conclusions section, we ask you to rewrite it according to the editorial indications. This section should briefly and concisely present the concrete contributions to knowledge derived from your study, without repeating or discussing the results already presented previously.

The references in the manuscript do not comply with the style established by the journal, which will be mandatory as of January 1, 2025. We request you to adjust all citations and the list of references according to the new editorial format.

Which is the correct reference

(Garde, 2012) or (Garde, 2022)

(Chaudhary et al., 2011) or (Chaudhary et al., 2012)

Khajista, 2013 or Khajista, 2016
Not located in the text. Abbasi et al., 2005; Rakesh et al., 2013, Gupta et al., 2010, 
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