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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.


	Given the significance of powdery mildew in plants, research on strategies to manage this disease is crucial. Furthermore, recognizing resistant cultivars is crucial for managing this disease, as it leads to a decreased reliance on chemical fungicides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be better to remove the through Field Assessment from the title of the article.
	

	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 is well-written; however, the conclusion of the experiment ought to be included at the conclusion of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The citations in both the introduction and conclusion are somewhat outdated. It would be advisable to incorporate a greater number of more recent references.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The citations in both the introduction and conclusion are somewhat outdated. It would be advisable to incorporate a greater number of more recent references.
The introduction should provide a more detailed explanation of the disease control method.
In the manuscript, the scientific name is denoted as Erysiphe polygoni (DC). It must be consistently written as Erysiphe polygoni (DC) throughout the text. In sections of the text, it is referred to as a Erysiphe polygoni DC .
It would have been better to have included a sample of a variety that was completely susceptible to the disease as a control to allow for better statistical comparisons.
The conclusion section is composed in a very concise manner. It is advisable to include more comparisons with other studies.
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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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