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	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.


	The manuscript shed more light on plant pathology, base on this manuscript we now know the specific fungal pathogens responsible in rotten apples. However, effective way to combat these pathogenic fungi was also addressed. With this vital informations, this manuscript plays a significant role to the science community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes. Base on the abstract, the research is specifically based on fungi. So the contents in the abstract align the title of the topic.
	

	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.


	It's actually comprehensive and understanding, straight forward and easy to assimilate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Of course it's scientifically appropriate.
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	The science community will never be upgraded if we are still using publications/articles that are from 90s. Related literatures should always not exceed 10 years of publication. I advise you should always stay current. 
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	Yes, it's okay 
	

	Optional/General comments


	From the abstract, the introduction, objectives, methods and results must not necessarily be bold. An abstract should be a single paragraph that's uniform from head to toe. Secondly you misinterpreted aim as objective, make sure you go back and correct it, the methods use in the sensitivity is not mentioned, and make sure you indicate the units of the concentrations used.
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