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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 presents a review of red rot disease in sugarcane. It emphasizes its global significance as a major production constraint. It integrates pathogen biology, epidemiology, and management approaches, offering valuable guidance for researchers, breeders, and policymakers. The work is especially relevant to India, where red rot has historically caused severe yield losses, and serves as a critical resource for disease management. By highlighting pathogen variability and resistance breakdown, it underscores the need for sustainable strategies in sugarcane cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and descriptive, but slightly long.

  Suggested alternative: “Red Rot of Sugarcane: Biology, Epidemiology, and Management Strategies

	

	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 informative but could be strengthened.

Suggestions:

· Add quantitative data on yield losses and economic impact (already present in the manuscript, but missing in the abstract).

· Briefly mention management strategies (e.g., resistant varieties, cultural practices, biocontrol) to balance the focus on pathogen variability.

· Remove repetitive phrases like “farmers should pay adequate attention” and replace with more scholarly phrasing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with detailed descriptions of pathogen taxonomy, symptomatology, epidemiology, and variability. The historical context of epidemics and varietal breakdowns is well-documented. However, some sections could benefit from updated molecular insights (e.g., recent advances in genomics and pathogen-host interactions).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but skewed toward older sources (1980s–2000s).

I Suggest adding recent studies (post-2015) on:

· Molecular characterization of Colletotrichum falcatum
· Advances in sugarcane breeding for red rot resistance

· Integrated disease management approaches in tropical agriculture

This will strengthen the manuscript’s relevance for current scientific discourse.


	

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


	The language is understandable but requires polishing for scholarly communication. Issues include:

· Occasional grammatical errors (“gets prone to red rot” → “becomes susceptible to red rot”).

· Redundancy and informal phrasing in places.

· With minor editing, the manuscript can be improved to the journal publication standards.
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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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