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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the eco-friendly management of Alternaria alternata in Stevia rebaudiana using integrated treatments. It highlights the effectiveness of combining organic manures, biocontrol agents, and biomix in reducing disease intensity. The study supports sustainable cultivation practices for medicinal plants, promoting safer alternatives to chemical inputs. These findings contribute to advancing research in plant pathology and organic farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Appropriate and informative
	

	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.


	· Lack of context: The abstract does not briefly mention the significance of Alternaria alternata in stevia cultivation.

· No mention of methodology/statistics: While the design is mentioned, key statistical findings like significance are omitted.

· Results need better structure: The abstract jumps between results without clearly comparing treatments.

· No mention of practical relevance or implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its overall design, methodology, and interpretation of results. However, several areas could benefit from refinement and clarification to enhance scientific rigor and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Adding 4–5 recent peer-reviewed articles (2020 onwards),

· Updating some outdated citations,

· Correcting formatting inconsistencies in the reference list.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	· Enhance the Abstract: Include brief background, clearer statistical insights, and implications of findings to improve its comprehensiveness and impact.

· Update References: Add more recent (post-2020) and peer-reviewed literature, especially on biocontrol agents, Alternaria management, and stevia pathology.

· Clarify Methodology: Provide more detail on environmental conditions, statistical tools used, and consistency in biomix formulation to strengthen scientific rigor.

· Improve Data Interpretation: Deepen the discussion on mechanisms of disease suppression and compare findings with recent studies for better contextual relevance.

· Refine Language and Formatting: Standardize reference formatting, correct typographical errors, and improve sentence structure for better readability and presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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