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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 helps us understand more about how diseases spread and supports creating specific plans to manage them in different areas. It also offers scientific help for breeding programs to make yams more resistant to diseases, which helps ensure food security and supports farming in tropical areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Variability and Pathogenic Traits of Sclerotium rolfsii Causing Collar Rot in Kerala Yams
	

	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 of the study is mostly comprehensive, well-structured, and includes major components, but this Abstract must clear description of the study scope (six AEUs, three crops), Specific results with isolate names and numeric data and Strong concluding sentence linking findings to resistance breeding. Suggested one deletion is the phrase “using standard tissue culture techniques” can be shortened to “using standard isolation techniques,” because the term “tissue culture” usually refers to a different method.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has solid scientific content, but there are a few areas that could be improved:

· The Introduction has too much background information and should be made more concise. 
· A section on Statistical Analysis should be added. 
· Instead of listing each result separately, the results should be summarized to highlight the main findings. 
· The Discussion needs more focus on explaining what the results mean, rather than repeating the same information. Also, the relevance of the study for disease management and breeding should be made clearer.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, most of the manuscript references are old, so add more recent references (2018–2025)
	

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


	No, it is not, the manuscript requires more language editing like Some are long and wordy sentences: Several sentences are overly long, making them difficult to read, some points are repeated and Inconsistent tense usage. Overall, the manuscript must focus on clarity, grammar, and academic tone
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound but requires language editing to reach publication quality scholarly English.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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