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	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 manuscript provides valuable baseline information on the spatial and seasonal variability of purple blotch disease of garlic across major growing districts of Karnataka.

· Such large-scale, multi-season survey data are useful for plant pathologists and agronomists to understand disease prevalence patterns under diverse agro-climatic conditions. 

· The findings can support the development of region- and season-specific disease forecasting and management strategies. 

· Overall, the study contributes to strengthening epidemiological knowledge of Alternaria porri in garlic, which is essential for improving sustainable disease management practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title conveys the subject of the study; however, it is lengthy and somewhat generic and does not fully meet the standards of a reputed journal.

Suggested alternative titles:
· Spatial and Seasonal Distribution of Purple Blotch (Alternaria porri) of Garlic in major growing districts of Karnataka, India.
· Occurrence and Severity of Purple Blotch Disease of Garlic in Major Growing Regions of Karnataka
	

	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 covers the survey area and presents major findings; however, it is not fully comprehensive in its present form.

· The objective of the study should be clearly stated at the beginning of the abstract.

· Excessive numerical and location-wise details should be reduced to improve clarity and conciseness.

· Methodological details may be briefly summarized rather than repeated season-wise.

· A short interpretation of the results highlighting seasonal and regional trends should be added.

· A clear concluding sentence emphasizing the significance of the findings for disease management and future research is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its overall approach, survey design, and relevance to the stated objectives. The methodology used for assessing disease severity through roving surveys is appropriate and follows standard practices. 

However, the scientific rigor can be improved by providing clearer justification of sampling strategy, incorporating statistical analysis of the data, and strengthening the discussion with deeper interpretation and recent literature. With these revisions, the manuscript would meet acceptable scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references cited are relevant to the subject of the study.

· However, many citations are relatively old and need updating.

· More recent references (last 5–7 years) on purple blotch epidemiology and surveys should be included.

· Inclusion of recent Indian and international studies on Alternaria porri would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	· The language is understandable but requires improvement to meet scholarly standards.

· Several grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies in tense and formatting are present.

· Sentences are often lengthy and repetitive, affecting clarity and readability.

· Thorough language editing is recommended to improve precision, flow, and overall academic tone.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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