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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.


	The study entitled “Survey, Pathogenicity and Molecular Characterization of Colletotrichum capsici Causing Anthracnose of Chilli (Capsicum annum L.) in Tamil Nadu, India” addresses an important disease of chilli and combines field survey, phenotypic variability, pathogenicity, and ITS-based molecular identification.
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	Survey, Pathogenicity and Molecular Characterization of Colletotrichum capsici Causing Anthracnose of Chilli (Capsicum annum L.) in Tamil Nadu, India. I suggest instead of writing species name, authors should name them as isolates or spp. 
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	In the abstract authors should not mention the species before doing molecular characterization. Mention species once isolates are molecularly identified as Colletotrichum capsici.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are many things need to be done in this manuscript. 

1. Molecular identification is based solely on ITS rDNA sequences.  ITS sequences alone are not sufficient in resolving Colletotrichum species complexes, the inclusion of additional gene for example GAPDH, ACT, TUB2 would strengthen the taxonomic conclusions.

2. The study is based on only five isolates, which may limit conclusions regarding variability and virulence diversity across the surveyed regions.

3. I would like to suggest authors to add images of conidia with scale. Whether they are cylindrical ?

4. Please include image of pathogenicity test/symptoms 
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