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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 manuscript is important for the scientific and farming community as it provides practical evidence on the economic efficiency of novel fungicides for managing Cercospora leaf spot in mung bean under rice fallow conditions. By evaluating the incremental cost–benefit ratio, the study helps researchers, extension workers, and farmers to identify cost-effective disease management strategies suitable for the South Eastern Coastal Plain Zone of Odisha. The findings contribute to sustainable crop protection by balancing disease control with economic viability. Overall, the work supports informed decision-making for improving mung bean productivity and profitability in resource-limited agro-ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	New title;-  Economic Evaluation of Novel Fungicides for Management of Cercospora Leaf Spot of Mung Bean under Rice Fallow Conditions in Odisha
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, treatments, major findings, and conclusions. However, it can be further improved by briefly mentioning the experimental design/season and the location to enhance clarity and reproducibility. In addition, inclusion of representative Cercospora microscopy images, along with before-and-after treatment photographs and properly captioned images, is strongly recommended, as this is an easy yet essential task that will significantly improve scientific presentation and visual understanding of disease severity and treatment efficacy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent studies from peer-reviewed journals (2023–2024) on integrated disease management of mungbean and foliar pathogens should be included to strengthen the manuscript. Notably, 2024 research published in Agronomy Journals on the screening of fungicides and bio-agents against Cercospora leaf spot in mungbean would add relevance. In addition, a comprehensive disease management assessment of Cercospora in legumes published in the Journal of Experimental Agriculture International can provide broader context. Recent work on eco-friendly and biocontrol-based management strategies for Cercospora species (2023) from ACS Publications is also recommended. Furthermore, inclusion of review articles on Cercospora epidemiology and fungicide resistance will enhance the scientific depth and currency of the references.
	

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


	Its ok
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is written on a relevant and interesting topic; however, the presentation needs improvement. There are noticeable spacing issues between letters and words, which affect readability. The number of photographs is very limited, and microscopic images of Cercospora fungi have not been provided. Additionally, several scientific names are not written in italics, and some words are not properly formatted. Updating the manuscript with recent references from 2023–2024 would further strengthen its quality.
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