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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 is significant for the scientific community as it provides a detailed assessment of Colletotrichum capsici diversity in Tamil Nadu, a major chilli-growing hub in India. By combining field surveys with morphological, pathogenic, and molecular data (ITS rDNA sequencing), the study establishes a robust framework for identifying virulent strains like Cc 03.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title "Survey, Pathogenicity and Molecular Characterization of Colletotrichum capsici Causing Anthracnose of Chilli (Capsicum annum L.) in Tamil Nadu, India" is highly suitable. It clearly defines the scope (survey and characterization), the specific pathogen (C. capsici), the host crop, and the geographical location of the study.
Suggestion: Ensure "annuum" is spelled with two 'u's in the final title (it appears as "annum" in the provided title text). See Abstract, Introduction and later in four different References.
	

	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 comprehensive as it summarizes the study's objective, key survey findings, variability of isolates, and molecular confirmation. It effectively highlights the most virulent isolate and the broader implications for disease management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. It utilizes established methodologies for:
1. Pathogen Isolation: Single spore isolation technique.
2. Pathogenicity: The pin-pricking method, which is a recognized standard for Colletotrichum studies.
3. Molecular Identification: ITS rDNA sequencing and Neighbor-joining phylogenetic analysis are standard practices for accurate species-level identification.
4. Statistical Analysis: Use of DMRT (P=0.05) to determine significant differences in virulence and morphology.
	

	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?
	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The terminology is technically accurate, and the structure follows standard scientific reporting.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Following are expected in current article
To help readers visualize the molecular target.
The specific GenBank accession numbers for all five isolates, rather than just the one representative sequence (PX765820).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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