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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.
	The manuscript is very relevant to banana growing communities and the science fraternity. It clearly presents important bio rationals for controlling banana sigatoka leaf spot.
Bio control agents have been proven to have a good effect on the fruit yield, weight besides the suppression of the pathogen, as stated by the author.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title seems appropriate but the use of the term “modules” seems inappropriate.
“Eco friendly management” seems to be too broad and was not specifically achieved by the particular research. The title can appear in the wording like; Selected bio rational management of sigatoka leaf spot disease caused by Pseudocercospora musae in Banana
	

	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 not comprehensive as it has raw data in form of percentages. Lacks inferential statistics, has grammatical errors and the wrong tense.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It can be made scientifically correct if the major issues are all addressed.
There is need for a justification and an authority to refer to with regards to the choice of treatment concentrations.
Disease severity indexing calculations are questionable because the percentages do not seem to be achievable practically.
Apart from disease indexing results, there was a need for further inferential statistics to create a solid
conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not arranged in alphabetical order. Most of the citations are included in the reference list.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of English needs great improvement.
Manuscript lacks some key aspects like the definition of key terms when they first appear in the write up, grammatical errors, wrong tense and punctuation issues. All these reflect in the abstract, introduction all the way to the conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Apart from disease indexing results, there was a need for further inferential statistics to create a solid conclusion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The discussion is insuffient and needs more information.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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