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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 critically important as it establishes the first baseline sensitivity of Alternaria mali to tebuconazole in the Kashmir valley, a major apple-producing region. It provides a essential reference point (mean EC₅₀ of 0.15 µg/ml) and a practical tool (discriminatory dose of 0.20 µg/ml) for future resistance monitoring. This work enables proactive fungicide resistance management, helping to preserve the efficacy of a key fungicide group and secure agricultural productivity.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and descriptive. An acceptable alternative could be: "Establishing a Baseline Sensitivity of Alternaria mali to Tebuconazole for Resistance Monitoring in Kashmir."


	

	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.


	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is standard for in vitro sensitivity testing (poisoned food technique, EC₅₀ calculation). The results are clearly presented and the conclusions are supported by the data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient to contextualize the study. However, some are quite old (e.g., Roberts, 1924; Sharma, 2000). It would be strengthened by including more recent (last 5 years) global studies on DMI resistance in Alternaria spp.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication but requires proofreading for minor typographical errors (e.g., "gained," "changing," "populations," "remains," "concentrations," "exposed," "isolates," "plates"). The formula in section 2.1.2 is inverted; the numerator and denominator should be switched.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Points Deducted (-): Points are primarily lost for: 

· Language and Presentation (-1.0): Numerous typographical errors and minor inconsistencies detract from the professionalism of the manuscript.

· References (-0.5): While sufficient, the inclusion of several very old and non-peer-reviewed ("Anonymous") sources slightly weakens the scholarly foundation.

· Data Presentation (-1.0): The formula for Relative Growth is inverted, which is a notable error. The tables, while data-rich, are not optimally formatted for a publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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