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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 titled "Field Evaluation of Different Fungicides against Anthracnose of Sorghum" addresses an important plant pathology issue that significantly impacts sorghum productivity in tropical and subtropical regions. Anthracnose caused by Colletotrichum graminicola is a serious disease, and effective field evaluation of fungicides can help develop practical management recommendations for farmers. The study is valuable for the scientific community as it provides field-based, replicated experimental data over two seasons, uses multiple fungicidal treatments, and evaluates both disease control and yield outcomes. The results have direct applicability in integrated disease management programs and can aid extension workers and policymakers in selecting suitable control strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The manuscript titled "Field Evaluation of Different Fungicides against Anthracnose of Sorghum" addresses an important plant pathology issue that significantly impacts sorghum productivity in tropical and subtropical regions. Anthracnose caused by Colletotrichum graminicola is a serious disease, and effective field evaluation of fungicides can help develop practical management recommendations for farmers. The study is valuable for the scientific community as it provides field-based, replicated experimental data over two seasons, uses multiple fungicidal treatments, and evaluates both disease control and yield outcomes. The results have direct applicability in integrated disease management programs and can aid extension workers and policymakers in selecting suitable control strategies.The current title is accurate, concise, and clearly reflects the study scope. No change is needed.
	

	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 clear and contains all essential elements—background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it could be slightly refined for better readability by avoiding repeated phrases (e.g., “as compared to other treatments” is repeated multiple times). Including a direct statement of practical implications would improve impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design (RCBD, three replications) and statistical analyses are appropriate. The results are logically presented and well-interpreted. Figures and tables are clear. The discussion connects the findings with existing literature, strengthening validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and mostly recent, with relevant citations from 2006–2024. However, adding more recent global studies on sorghum anthracnose control (post-2020) would strengthen the literature support.
	

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

	The English is generally understandable, but minor grammatical corrections and sentence restructuring would enhance scholarly presentation. For instance, “with aimed to find out” should be “aimed to find out” or “with the aim of finding out.”
	

	Optional/General comments

	The study could benefit from a short section on economic analysis (cost-benefit ratio) of the most effective treatments.
A schematic or photographic representation of disease symptoms and treatment effects could make the paper more visually engaging.
Consistency in units (e.g., “q/ha” vs. “kg/ha”) should be ensured throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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