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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The study contributes significantly to scientific knowledge in several ways Genetic Resource Utilization, Disease Resistance Discovery, Regional Relevance and Global Application and Contribution to Integrated Disease Management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear and informative, but it can be slightly refined to improve scientific accuracy, readability, and style. 
Evaluation of Taro Germplasm for Resistance to Taro Leaf Blight (Phytophthora colocasiae) and Corm Rot (Sclerotium rolfsii).
	

	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 contains good technical content and shows the scope, methods, and findings of the study. However, it can be improved to make it more comprehensive, balanced, and aligned with standard scientific abstract structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This manuscript is  scientific correctness, organization, and some areas needing improvement like Grammar and Style(e.g. plural agreement), Data Presentation (Units should be consistent (e.g., “mm” instead of “cm” in lesion diameter tables) and Recent References must used. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript of the reference list contains unrecent i recommended to include recent literature (2020–2025) addressing molecular breeding, pathogen diversity, and integrated disease management. I also Suggested additions include Singh et al. (2020, 2022), Misra et al. (2021), Li et al. (2021), Kumar et al. (2020), and Nyadanu et al. (2024). 
	

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

	The paper’s scientific ideas are clear, but grammar, syntax, and academic phrasing occasionally reduce readability.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents a valuable and well-designed study on the evaluation of taro germplasm for resistance or tolerance to Phytophthora colocasiae (taro leaf blight) and Sclerotium rofsii (corm rot) in Ghana. The research question is relevant and timely, given the importance of developing resistant varieties for sustainable taro production. The experimental design, including the detached-leaf assay and field screening, is appropriate and consistent with established plant pathology methods. The results are clearly presented and supported by statistical analysis, and the discussion logically connects findings to previous studies.
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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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