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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 article provides new data for disease incidence rates in garlic with preventative spraying and reinforces findings with basic yield and morphological data. Such information would be useful for growers and extension officers within the locality where this study has been conducted. There are some deficiencies and these must be corrected for the article to have better visibility for a more global audience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable
	

	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 fit for purpose but can be improved as per suggestions provided within the manuscript. Some corrective action is required to improve clarity and improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article meets the basic requirements for inquiry on assessment of disease incidence rate when evaluating various treatments in a field setting. Methodological improvements are always possible but the study provides
sufficient depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors have often times made claims within the introduction and other sections of the manuscript without sufficient references which must be rectified for scientific soundness. References are also fairly dated and require update while references for production statistics and similar data must be pulled from global repositories
such as FAOSTATs for soundness.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language requires major improvement from a native speaker or an individual with better proficiency. The authors attempt to communicate their findings but poor use of language often causes confusion ;- see instances
where assessment is used and has been marked in the manuscript as an example.
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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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