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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.
	This manuscript reports the analysis of Vegetative Compatibility Groups (VCGs) in 20 isolates of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense (Foc), the causative agent of Fusarium wilt of banana in Myanmar. The study was conducted using the classic nit-mutant induction method and vegetative compatibility testing with 15 standard VCG testers. The results indicate that the Foc population in the study area is dominated by VCG 0124, followed by the VCG 0124/0125 complex, and a small number of VCG 0125, all associated with race 1. This study is claimed to be the first comprehensive VCG report for Foc in Myanmar, thus providing clear regional contributions to the epidemiology and management of banana Fusarium wilt.
Also, The use of nit-mutant techniques and pairing with international VCG testers follows standard protocols (Puhalla, Leslie, Correll), so that results can be directly compared with global studies.
This manuscript is suitable for publication after being revised in several parts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. However, it would be better if location context was added. Misalnya “	in Myanmar”.
	

	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript needs serious revision in several areas.
1. The timing of the research implementation is inconsistent between the methods and the abstract. (Abstract: August 2024 – February 2025, VCG Methods text: August 2023 – July 2024).
2. The grammar needs serious improvement.
3. The method states that "All isolates except two had been previously identified as Foc race 1." The results claim all isolates were race 1. There is no explanation of how these two isolates were finally confirmed.
4. Media naming: KPS is a less common name; it is better described as PDA amended with 1.5% KClO₃.
5. A more in-depth discussion is needed, for example, why the dominant findings are Race 1 in Myanmar, is it due to environmental similarities?, and so on.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, but it needs grammar improvement in some parts.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript is interesting and worthy of publication after several revisions. This includes several structural, linguistic, and analytical weaknesses that need to be addressed to make it publishable.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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