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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides critical region-specific insights into the prevalence, seasonal dynamics, and survival behavior of Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. phaseoli, a major pathogen causing bacterial blight in common bean. By elucidating how environmental factors and crop management practices influence disease severity and pathogen persistence in seeds and plant debris, the study informs effective integrated disease management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title "Prevalence and Survival of Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. phaseoli Causing Bacterial Blight in Common Bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)" is suitable for the manuscript.
	

	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.


	· Add a sentence on methodology in a bit more detail to give readers a clearer idea of the study scope.

· Clarify some technical terms for broader accessibility. For example, replace or explain “colony-forming units (CFU)” briefly.

· Consider a concluding statement on the potential impact on bean production or food security to emphasize significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the information provided like Clear research objectives, Appropriate methodology, Data presentation and analysis, Results consistent with literature. The manuscript could improve by providing more details on statistical analysis methods used to validate differences in disease severity and survival rates.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are mostly relevant and scientifically valid, but they are somewhat limited in number and a bit outdated overall, with only a few references from the past 10–15 years.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, and it communicates the scientific content effectively. But for scholarly publication, especially in peer-reviewed journals, the manuscript would benefit from language refinement to improve grammar, flow, and precision.
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