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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 provides an integrative synthesis of how climate change variables influence plant disease systems at multiple biological and ecological levels. By connecting pathogen biology, host physiology, vector ecology, and predictive modeling, the review offers valuable insight into emerging disease risks under future climate scenarios. The comprehensive scope of the manuscript makes it a useful reference for researchers, policymakers, and agricultural practitioners working on climate resilience. Its emphasis on interdisciplinary approaches and adaptation strategies strengthens its practical and scientific significance.

The manuscript presents a comprehensive and well-structured review of the influence of climate change on plant disease dynamics and pathogen distribution. The topic is timely and of high relevance to plant pathology, microbiology, and global food security. The authors have systematically organized the manuscript, covering climatic drivers, pathogen categories, epidemiological shifts, modeling approaches, and adaptation strategies. The content is scientifically sound and integrates multidisciplinary perspectives.

Some minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity, consistency in formatting (particularly scientific names), and strengthening of recent references in certain sections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. It clearly communicates both the thematic emphasis (climate change impacts) and the biological context (plant disease dynamics and pathogen distribution).
	

	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 effectively summarizes the key themes of the manuscript, including climatic variables, pathogen responses, host–pathogen interactions, and adaptation strategies. It clearly outlines the scope and conclusions of the review.

A minor suggestion would be to briefly mention modeling and predictive tools explicitly in one sentence to further highlight the applied relevance of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually consistent with current understanding in plant pathology and climate science. The discussion of pathogen biology, epidemiological processes, vector interactions, and modeling frameworks is accurate and appropriately contextualized. The integration of multiple pathogen groups enhances the scientific robustness of the review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and include several recent publications. However, inclusion of a few additional high-impact journal articles from the past 3–5 years focusing specifically on climate-driven plant disease modeling and genomic adaptation of pathogens would further strengthen the review.

Overall, the reference base is adequate for a review article.
	

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


	The language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical corrections (e.g., spacing inconsistencies and occasional formatting issues in scientific names) should be addressed during final proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure uniform formatting of scientific names (italicization of genus and species).

· Minor typographical inconsistencies should be corrected.

· Some long paragraphs may be divided for improved readability.

Overall, this is a well-prepared and relevant review article requiring only minor revisions.

The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically robust, and highly relevant. Only minor improvements in formatting, clarity, and reference strengthening are recommended prior to acceptance.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript is a review article synthesizing published literature and does not involve experimental subjects or human/animal data requiring ethical approval.
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