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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.


	This study has direct implications for understanding its epidemiology and persistence in agricultural fields and it provides a crucial foundation for developing more effective, disease management strategies for high-value crops like onion, potentially reducing off-season carryover and disease recurrence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable for the study.
	

	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. However, It can be slightly refined for clarity and impact.

Suggestion for Addition: Explicitly state the viability of the arthrospores in the abstract (e.g., "These arthrospores were viable and germinated on fresh media...") to immediately highlight their biological significance as dormant propagules.

Suggestion for Deletion/Rephrasing: The phrase "which may implicate on disease epidemiology" is awkwardly constructed. Rephrasing to "which has potential implications for disease epidemiology and management" is clearer and more professional


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically correct. And conclusions are well supported by the morphological and observational data presentations. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes references are sufficient. But they need careful formatting.  As mentioned/ highlighted  in the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes it is suitable but needs proof reading and corrections of several spellings and gramer which is mentioned in the manuscript and highlighted. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed study that reports a novel and important finding. After minor corrections, this manuscript will be a valuable contribution to the field of plant pathology.
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