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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 highlights effective control strategies against downy mildew in pearl millet through a comparative evaluation of chemical and biological treatments. The findings support integrated approaches for disease management and contribute to sustainable crop protection practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of experimental design, data analysis, and interpretation. The treatments evaluated are appropriate, and the results are consistent with the data presented. However, minor revisions are needed in the methodology section (e.g., source and characterization of bioagents), formatting of results, and reference updates to improve clarity and completeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant but mostly outdated, with limited inclusion of recent studies post-2018. Adding a few updated references on biocontrol agents and integrated disease management would enhance the manuscript’s scientific relevance.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable but requires moderate revision for clarity, grammar, and conciseness. Improvements in sentence structure and reduction of repetition will enhance its suitability for scholarly communication.
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