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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.


	This manuscript explores the development and field testing of tricyclazole-conjugated chitosan nanoparticles (CNPT) as a novel, eco-friendly strategy to manage rice blast disease. Since there is limitations of conventional fungicide use, including resistance and environmental impact, this work looks significant as it introduces a sustainable alternative that seeks to combines disease suppression with growth-promoting effects. The combination of greenhouse and field data strengthens its practical relevance for rice farmers. I do believe that the findings in this manuscript could help reduce fungicide load in rice farming and promote integrated disease management practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but for clarity I would suggest 
“Evaluation of growth promotion and blast suppression by tricyclazole-loaded chitosan nanoparticles in rice”
	

	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 comprehensive as it clearly presents background, method, main results, and conclusion.
Possible minor improvements:

· See the possibility of simplify technical terms like “Area Under Disease Progress Curve (AUDPC)” by briefly explaining why it is important.

· Also see the possibility of summarizing the importance of dual application (two sprays) earlier in the abstract to highlight what was most effective.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design, statistical analyses, and interpretation of results appear to be solid. The use of greenhouse and field trials combined improves validity. The study seems to accurately associates lower PDI and AUDPC with better yield characteristics.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference seems sufficient, but try adding a recent review article specifically on nanotechnology in rice disease management as this could make the discussion stronger.
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	Yes the English is clear and formal enough for scholarly communication
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