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	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.


	In this study, more emphasis was made on foot and stem rot disease incited by Phythophtora parasitica var sabdariffae which is a soil and water borne pathogen (infection starts when there is water stagnation in the field) and marks significant yield losses (more than 40-50%) under endemic conditions (De and Mandal, 2007). Disease development is favoured by high humidity (70-93%) and temperature range of (24-330C). The concept of the work and manuscript ideas can be accepted by the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.

The title is clear and specific. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 clear, well-structured, and informative. It adequately presents the study aim, methodology, key results, and conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript should comprehensively present the research results. It's best to include the research objectives in the introduction and abstract. The discussion section should also be expanded upon by reviewing previous related research. In the conclusion, only narrative conclusions should be presented. Tables of results should only be presented in the results section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be improved with related and more updated previous research. Discuss comprehensively so that it can enrich the references.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, with appropriate scientific terminology.


	

	Optional/General comments


	• The tables are clear, well-organized, and informative.

• The Discussion section effectively integrates the findings with previous literature.

• The conclusions are consistent with the results and do not overstate claims. Tables are not included in the conclusion.

Overall, this manuscript is a solid descriptive contribution to the field.
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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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