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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 study offers valuable insights for the scientific community by shedding light on the cultural and conidial characteristics of Alternaria tenuissima, the pathogen responsible for leaf blight in Kodo millet. As a climate-resilient and nutrient-rich crop, Kodo millet plays a crucial role in food security, especially in resource-limited regions. By identifying favorable conditions for fungal growth such as potato dextrose agar for mycelial development and maltose as an ideal carbon source for sporulation the research provides practical knowledge that can aid in disease management. Importantly, it also fills a significant gap in the existing literature on fungal diseases affecting minor millets, emphasizing the need for crop-specific disease control strategies to ensure sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Title:
"In-Vitro Cultural and Conidial Characterization of Alternaria tenuissima, the Causal Agent of Leaf Blight in Kodo Millet (Paspalum scrobiculatum L.)"
	

	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 generally well-structured and informative, but it could benefit from refinement to improve clarity, conciseness, and overall impact. It effectively outlines the research objectives namely the cultural and conidial characterization of Alternaria tenuissima and presents key findings, such as the optimal growth on PDA and enhanced sporulation with maltose. The context around Kodo millet's importance and the impact of the disease is also appropriately mentioned. However, the opening sentence could be more engaging by focusing directly on the scientific purpose rather than administrative details like the study timeline or location. Streamlining the methodology section by avoiding exhaustive lists of media and carbon sources would make the abstract more readable. Emphasizing the main results in a clear, quantitative manner can further enhance its effectiveness. Finally, including a brief note on the practical implications such as how the findings could support disease management strategies would strengthen its relevance and appeal. With these revisions, the abstract can maintain its scientific integrity while becoming more impactful and reader-friendly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear objectives, solid methodology, and well-supported conclusions. It effectively demonstrates the growth and sporulation patterns of Alternaria tenuissima under various media and carbon sources. However, a few areas need refinement for clarity and completeness. Sampling details should be more specific, and the rationale behind selecting certain media and carbon sources should be briefly explained. Minor data inconsistencies—such as similar growth but differing sporulation warrant discussion. Future-dated references should be verified, and all cited figures and plates must be included with captions. These minor revisions will enhance the manuscript’s clarity, rigor, and overall presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and support the study’s objectives, but a few improvements are needed. While foundational studies and some recent works are cited, there's a noticeable lack of post-2020 literature, especially on Alternaria pathogenicity and Kodo millet diseases. Adding 3–5 recent studies, including a review article and one related to climate change impacts, would enhance the manuscript’s depth. Also, future-dated references (e.g., 2025) should be verified or corrected. Overall, the reference list is solid but could be more up-to-date and comprehensive.
	

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


	The manuscript is clear and academically appropriate, but minor grammar issues, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies should be addressed to improve clarity and polish.

Key Edits Needed:
· Grammar: Simplify redundant or clunky phrases (e.g., “taken... and taken” → “collected and transported”).

· Phrasing: Streamline wordy sentences (e.g., “The investigation took place…” → “The study was conducted…”).

· Passive Voice: Use active voice where possible.

· Consistency: Standardize terms like in vitro (no hyphen).

Recommendation:
A quick grammar check and light proofreading will enhance readability. The manuscript is suitable for submission after minor revisions.
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