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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.


	Comparative evaluation of fungicides, botanicals, and Bio-control agents under in vitro conditions, contributes useful baseline information for developing integrated disease management strategies. Overall, the study adds to existing knowledge on managing Stagonosporopsis cucurbitacearum and highlights the need for further in vivo studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript is overall well-structured. However, the title could be made more impactful by revising " In vitro Evaluation of Fungicides, Botanicals and Bio-control agents against Stagonosporopsis cucurbitacearum Causing Gummy Stem Blight " explicitly.
	

	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.


	Abstract is informative but too dense; consider streamlining it for readability and emphasizing outcomes briefly.
Page 1, line 10 – add word “respectively” after “750 ppm”.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of experimental design, methodology, and data interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Minor inconsistencies in reference formatting should be corrected as per journal style.
	

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


	Yes,the language is generally understandable and acceptable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables are informative, but some figure legends are missing clarity ( e.g. fig. 3 not mentioned in vitro treatment with botanicals).
Use italicization consistently for fungal names and follow rules of writing scientific names in case of “S. Cucurbitacearum” revise it with “S. cucurbitacearum”.
In conclusion section, Page 4, line 1 – add word “five” after “fungicides were tested at”.

The manuscript is technically sound and scientifically valid but requires minor revisions related to language, formatting, and clarity before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified.
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