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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.


	The manuscript provides an in-depth review of plant defence enzymes and their crucial role in combating fungal infections. It integrates classical defence mechanisms with modern biotechnological strategies, including transgenic approaches, CRISPR-based gene editing, and elicitor-induced immunity. This information is vital for developing sustainable and eco-friendly crop protection systems, which is an emerging priority for global food security.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the review. No changes suggested
	

	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 and well-structured, summarizing all key points effectively. However, it could be slightly condensed for conciseness without losing essential information. No additional points required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, technically accurate, and logically organized. The explanations are well-supported with recent literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly up-to-date. Adding a few more references from 2023–2024, especially on CRISPR applications and elicitor-induced resistance, would further strengthen the article.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical corrections could enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a high-quality review article that comprehensively covers the topic. It only needs minor refinements in the abstract and language for improved clarity and flow.
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