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	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 important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive, multi-year evaluation of integrated disease management strategies for gummy stem blight in bottle gourd under field conditions. The study systematically compares chemical, biological, and nutrient-based approaches and clearly demonstrates the superiority of an integrated module in reducing disease severity while improving yield and economic returns. The findings contribute valuable region-specific data that can support evidence-based disease management recommendations for cucurbit crops. The results are highly relevant in the context of climate variability, where sustainable and integrated approaches are increasingly required for effective plant disease management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive, multi-year evaluation of integrated disease management strategies for gummy stem blight in bottle gourd under field conditions. It addresses a critical production constraint in cucurbit crops by generating robust field-based evidence across three consecutive growing seasons.
Suggested alternative title: INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT OF GUMMY STEM BLIGHT IN BOTTLE GOURD (Lagenaria siceraria). This revised title is concise, scientifically precise, and follows standard conventions used in plant pathology and crop protection literature.
	

	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 clearly summarizes the objectives, experimental approach, major findings, and conclusions of the study. It effectively highlights the superiority of the integrated disease management treatment (T3) in reducing disease severity and improving yield and economic returns. But the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly indicating the geographical location or agro-climatic conditions under which the study was conducted, as this would help readers better understand the applicability of the results. Additionally mentioning the duration of the study (three consecutive seasons) more explicitly at the beginning of the abstract would further strengthen its clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, methodology, and statistical analyses are appropriate and clearly described, and the conclusions are well supported by the data presented. The multi-season field evaluation enhances the reliability of the findings. The interpretations are consistent with existing literature, and the manuscript meets the scientific standards required for publication, subject to minor revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key aspects of gummy stem blight, pathogen biology, and integrated disease management in cucurbits. The inclusion of recent studies strengthens the scientific background and supports the discussion of the results. However, the reference list could be further improved by incorporating additional studies focusing on biological control, host resistance, and recent global perspectives on gummy stem blight. In this context, the following references may be considered to further strengthen the manuscript:

1. Chatur and Anil (2014) – on the management of gummy stem blight of bottle gourd using bioagents.

2. Singh and Jain (2020) – on field and in vitro evaluation of fungicides against gummy stem blight in bottle gourd.

3. Luo et al. (2022) – providing a comprehensive global overview of gummy stem blight research in cucurbitaceous vegetables.

4. Dhananjaya et al. (2023) – addressing resistance screening in bottle gourd against gummy stem blight and other major diseases.

5. Motallebi et al. (2025) – on quarantine evaluation of Didymella bryoniae in cucurbits.

6. Dhamayendiran et al. (2026) – offering insights into recent advances in cucurbit breeding relevant to disease resistance.
Incorporating these references would enhance the depth, balance, and international relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the scientific content is clearly understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, occasional awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in tense and article usage are present in some sections. A careful proofreading or light language editing by a native or professional English editor would further improve clarity and readability without altering the scientific content.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and presents a clear and systematic evaluation of integrated disease management strategies for gummy stem blight in bottle gourd. The use of multi-season field experimentation strengthens the reliability of the results and demonstrates the consistency of treatment performance under varying environmental conditions. The integration of chemical, biological, and nutritional components reflects a practical and holistic approach that is highly relevant for sustainable crop protection.
The results are clearly presented as pooled means across seasons and allow for straightforward comparison among treatments. A brief clarification of the statistical methods used for data analysis, including the tests applied and criteria for significance, would further improve scientific transparency and help readers better interpret treatment differences. With minor improvements in language clarity and the inclusion of a few additional relevant references, the manuscript has good potential to contribute meaningfully to the literature on cucurbit disease management.
The manuscript presents scientifically relevant results and is generally well prepared. The study design and the multi-season field evaluation contribute valuable information to the field of integrated disease management in cucurbits. Only minor revisions are required, mainly related to language refinement, clarification of the statistical methodology, inclusion of a few additional relevant references, and improved organization and clarity of the Conclusions section. These issues are minor in nature and can be addressed easily by the authors without affecting the scientific value of the study.
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