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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 addresses an emerging disease of maize, Physoderma maydis-induced brown spot, which has significant implications for crop health and yield. By evaluating epidemiological factors such as host age, pathogen culture age, inoculum load, and sub-culturing, the study provides critical insights into disease progression under controlled conditions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, but it could be slightly refined for conciseness and impact. Suggested alternative: “Influence of Epidemiological Factors on Brown Spot Disease Progression in Maize Caused by Physoderma maydis”


	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, summarizing objectives, methods, and key findings. However, here are suggestions for improvement:

1. Add context on significance: Briefly mention why understanding these factors is critical for disease management and resistance breeding.

2. Clarify methodology: Include the experimental design (e.g., polyhouse conditions, inoculation technique) in one sentence for completeness.

3. Highlight practical implications: End with a statement on how these findings can be applied in breeding or management programs.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. The experiments are well-designed with appropriate replication, statistical analysis (ANOVA), and clear interpretation of results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and include recent sources (2022–2024) along with foundational works.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor improvements in sentence structure and conciseness would enhance readability.
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