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	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.


	   Fusarium wilt remains one of the most destructive diseases of chickpea, leading to severe yield losses, particularly in India where chickpea is a staple. By summarizing the biology, distribution, pathotypes, races, symptomatology, and molecular characterization of the pathogen, the manuscript compiles valuable insights that will help researchers, plant breeders, and plant pathologists design effective disease management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive but slightly repetitive. It can be made more concise and professional. You can consider: “Biology and Management Perspectives of Fusarium Wilt of Chickpea (Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. ciceris)”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the disease, symptoms, pathogen biology, and molecular characterization. However, it reads as a list of facts without a clear flow. It could be strengthened by:

· Improving clarity: Reframe sentences to emphasize significance and knowledge gaps.

· Condensing details: Specifics like “cultivar JG-62” may be too detailed for an abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, spanning classical work (Butler, 1918) to recent studies (2023–2025).
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires significant language editing for scholarly communication. For instance, it reads: 

· Frequent grammar issues (e.g., “was highly proned to diseases” should be “is highly prone to diseases”).

· Overuse of passive voice and long sentences.
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