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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.


	This work matters because it gives practical, multi-year field data on kenaf resistance to foot and stem rot, a disease that hits fiber farmers hard and affects the local economy. Finding lines like KIN 215 with lower incidence gives farmers something real to work with. It’s solid applied research to improve mesta/kenaf in disease-prone areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Mostly okay, but “in roselle” in the abstract clashes with “kenaf” in the title. I was a bit confused. Try something like ‘Screening Kenaf (Hibiscus cannabinus L.) Germplasm against Foot and Stem Rot Caused by Phytophthora parasitica var. sabdariffae’. It is clearer for the reader.
	

	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, the author did a really good job. Really up to standard. Just fix the kenaf/mesta issue.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but I would personally like to see an ANOVA table. It is not clear how big the difference is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are some dated ones but it is acceptable.
	

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


	It is some of the best I have reviewed, commendation for the authors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Well-written and suitable for the Archives of Research International.
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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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