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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 addresses an important plant pathological problem by exploring eco-friendly alternatives for managing guava wilt caused by Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. psidii, a disease responsible for severe yield losses in guava-growing regions. The study contributes to the scientific community by providing comparative in vitro evidence on the antifungal efficacy of multiple plant leaf extracts, highlighting botanicals as potential substitutes for synthetic fungicides. Such findings are particularly relevant for sustainable and low-input agricultural systems, where reducing chemical residues and environmental impact is a priority. Additionally, the results offer a foundation for further research on plant-based disease management strategies and support the integration of botanical extracts into integrated disease management programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is generally suitable as it reflects the core objective of the study, namely the evaluation of plant extracts against fungal pathogens associated with guava wilt. However, it is somewhat broad and lacks specificity regarding the pathogen studied, the experimental approach, and the host crop, which are important for clarity and discoverability in an international journal.
	

	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 partially comprehensive, but it requires improvement to meet international journal standards. The study objective should be stated more clearly, and unnecessary repetition should be removed. A brief description of the methodology (in vitro study, poison food technique, number of plant extracts, and concentration used) should be added. Key results should be summarized more concisely by highlighting the most effective extract, and the conclusion should clearly indicate the significance of the findings and the need for further in vivo or field validation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable in principle, as the experimental design and in vitro methodology used to evaluate the antifungal activity of plant extracts against Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. psidii are appropriate and supported by existing literature. The results are generally consistent and the conclusions are mostly supported by the data; however, minor scientific issues such as methodological clarity, consistency in control values, and clearer justification of treatment concentrations need to be addressed. Therefore, the study is scientifically sound but requires minor to moderate revisions to improve rigor and reproducibility.
	

	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 provide a basic background for the topic; however, they are not sufficiently recent and rely heavily on older studies. For an international journal, it is important to include more up-to-date literature from the last 5–8 years to demonstrate the current state of research, particularly on botanical fungicides, in vitro plant extract evaluations, and eco-friendly disease management strategies.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are not yet suitable for scholarly communication in an international journal. The text contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, repetition, and inconsistencies in tense and terminology, which reduce clarity and readability. Several sections, particularly the abstract, methodology, and discussion, require careful editing for scientific tone and coherence. Therefore, professional English language editing or thorough revision by a fluent academic writer is strongly recommended before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript addresses a relevant and practical topic in plant pathology, particularly the use of botanical extracts as eco-friendly alternatives for managing guava wilt disease. The experimental work provides useful preliminary in vitro data and shows consistency with earlier studies. However, the manuscript requires improvement in scientific presentation, clarity of methodology, and English language quality to meet international journal standards. Strengthening the abstract, refining the discussion to better emphasize implications, and improving figure and table formatting are recommended. Inclusion of more recent references and clearer justification of experimental choices would further enhance the overall quality and impact of the study.

The manuscript addresses a relevant research topic and presents scientifically sound in vitro findings with practical implications for sustainable disease management. However, significant improvements are required in language quality, clarity of methodology, presentation of results, and inclusion of more recent references. Addressing these issues would substantially enhance the scientific rigor and suitability of the manuscript for publication.

Recommendation: Major Revision
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	PART 2:

	
	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)
There are no apparent ethical issues associated with this manuscript. The study involves in vitro laboratory experiments using plant materials and fungal isolates, and does not include human participants, animal experiments, or genetically modified organisms. The experimental procedures described are standard for plant pathology research and comply with commonly accepted scientific and ethical practices. Therefore, no ethical approval appears to be required for this study.
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