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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.


	The study provides valuable and timely insights into the pathogenicity of key Colletotrichum species affecting a crucial crop.

 The data on cultivar response are particularly useful, as they can directly inform disease management practices and help identify potential resistance sources for cassava breeding programs. 
These findings supports efforts toward more sustainable cassava production in affected regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately represents the manuscript's scope
	

	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 successfully summarizes the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. 

Suggestion: 
1. However, it requires thorough language editing to correct grammatical errors and improve overall clarity. The core content itself is sound and does not need major alteration.
2. "ofs northern Brazil" → "of northern Brazil"

3. "the more aggressive species" → "the most aggressive species"

4. "considering both the variable aggressiveness and virulence" → This is awkward. Suggested: "showing the lowest values for both aggressiveness and virulence measures."

5. "The results obtained can be used as important information" → "These results provide important information"
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Hypotheses, methods, analysis, and conclusions are correct and sound. 

Suggestion:  Require revision related to communication, presentation, and linguistic clarity, not to the underlying scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is scientifically excellent and supports the manuscript well. But there are some issues to be revised. 
Suggestions: 

· The introduction contains live hyperlinks (e.g., https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/...). This is not standard for a manuscript. Remove all the hyperlinks 

· Kindly insert the complete, correct DOI for Chongo et al. (2002). Verify all other DOIs also
· Check the specific author guidelines for the International Journal of Pathogen Research.

	

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


	The manuscript requires thorough language editing. While the meaning is usually clear, frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology reduce readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following lines in section of the results to be revised. 
Suggestions: 

"aggressivity" → Change all instances to "aggressiveness".

"was equal for all" → This is confusing based on Table 1. Do you mean "was assessed for all"? The text should describe the differences found.

"colonized less to three" → "was less aggressive/virulent on three"

"put of manifest" → "demonstrates"

"In opposite to" → "In contrast to"

"And was reported that" → "It has been reported that"

"However, was suggested that" → "However, it has been suggested that"

"By the other hand" → "On the other hand"

The following lines in section of the Discussions to be revised. 

Suggestions: 

"The capacity aggressive of" → "The aggressive capacity of"

"And more recently" → "More recently"

"Is know that" → "It is known that"

"Therefore, this resistance... could be associate with" → "could be associated with"

"And was suggested that" → "It has also been suggested that"

"However, is know that plants..." → "However, it is known that plants..."

"These cultivars through of their chemical defense could have..." → "These cultivars may possess chemical defenses that could, for instance, increase peroxidase activity..."

"And in cassava several defense mechanisms..." → "In cassava, several defense mechanisms..."

The following lines in section of the Methodology to be revised. 

Suggestions: 

"porpoise by" → "proposed by"

"culture mean" → "culture medium"

"1 x 10^6^ conidia mL^-1^" → Standard format is "1 × 10⁶ conidia mL⁻¹"

"with 90 days age" → "that were 90 days old"

"the aggressivity was measured" → "aggressiveness was assessed"

"after of the evaluation" → "after the evaluation of aggressiveness"

"Each 48 hours" → "Every 48 hours"

"to one same cassava cultivar" → "on a given cassava cultivar"

"All dates were submitted to normality" → "All data were tested for normality"
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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