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	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 manuscript is highly significant for the scientific community because it addresses the urgent challenge of ergot disease caused by Claviceps fusiformis in pearl millet a crop critical for food security in arid and semi-arid regions. By evaluating integrated management approaches combining chemical fungicides, eco-friendly botanicals, and bio-agents, the study provides actionable insights into sustainable disease control strategies. The findings support both immediate disease suppression and long-term resilience, which are vital for reducing crop losses, minimizing environmental hazards, and increasing farmer adoption. Additionally, the research contributes to advancing integrated disease management (IDM) practices tailored for climate adaptation, making it relevant for pathologists, breeders, and agronomists focused on millet improvement.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Studies on Integrated Management of Ergot Disease (Claviceps fusiformis) of Pearl Millet" is suitable and reflects the main objective and scope of the manuscript. If greater specificity is desired, consider:

Suggested alternative: "Integrated Disease Management Strategies for Ergot (Claviceps fusiformis) in Pearl Millet: Efficacy of Chemical, Botanical, and Biological Treatments Under Field Conditions."


	

	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 generally comprehensive—it covers the disease challenge, experimental design, main treatments, and major findings. It could be further improved by:

Explicitly mentioning that multiple locations were surveyed for disease incidence, which supports the relevance and representativeness of the findings.

Clarifying which botanicals (neem and garlic) were evaluated and stating the outcome of bio-agent treatments in relation to disease intensity.

Including a sentence about the statistical methods used for evaluating results to assure rigorous analysis.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include a mix of recent (2021–2024) studies and foundational works. 


	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communications.
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