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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.

	This manuscript provides the first comprehensive polyphasic characterization of Colletotrichum species associated with coffee anthracnose in China, filling a critical gap in current knowledge. By integrating multi-locus phylogeny, morphology, and pathogenicity assays, the study reveals previously unreported species on coffee and clarifies their distribution and virulence. These findings significantly advance our understanding of species diversity within the Colletotrichum genus and offer essential insights for accurate diagnosis and disease management. The work also provides a valuable foundation for the development of resistant cultivars and targeted control strategies, making it highly relevant for researchers, breeders, and plant pathologists worldwide.
	

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

	Based on the content of your book chapter, the title is suitable but can be improved for clarity, precision, and scientific impact.
	

	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.

	✔ Reduce length
✔ Remove detailed methodology
✔ Add number of isolates & species
✔ Add stronger conclusion
✔ Add crisp objective sentence
✔ Improve pathogenicity summary
✔ Remove repeated statements

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· Make the methodology more concise and consistent.
· Strengthen all “first report” claims with clear supporting evidence and proper citation.
· Present the species diagnostic features in bullet-point format for better clarity and comparison.
· Make the discussion more mechanistic and focused on interpreting the results rather than repeating background information.
· Standardize all formatting, including italics for species names, gene symbols, units, and abbreviations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	While the manuscript cites a solid set of foundational and applied references, I recommend incorporating several recent (2023–2025) studies to further enhance its currency, relevance, and scientific depth. Adding updated literature on Colletotrichum diversity, pathogenicity, and management will strengthen the manuscript’s alignment with current research trends and broaden its scholarly coverage.
Suggested recent references (journal style):
· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Chouhan, A., Sharma, S., Ramakrishnan, R. S., Sharma, R., Jhariya, R., & Dubey, A. (2025). In-Vitro Efficacy of Fungicides Against Colletotrichum truncatum Causing Anthracnose of Soybean. Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology, 28(10), 1133–1141.
· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Chouhan, A., Sharma, R., Namdeo, P., Dubey, R. K., … & Laha, D. (2025). Morphological Characterization of Colletotrichum truncatum from Diverse Agro-climatic Zones of Madhya Pradesh, India. Journal of Scientific Research and Reports, 31(10), 733–744.
· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Sharma, S., Chouhan, A., Dubey, A. K., Mishra, N., … & Deshmukh, M. (2025). Evaluation of Trichoderma Isolates for Management of Soybean Anthracnose Caused by Colletotrichum truncatum. Journal of Experimental Agriculture International, 47(11), 369–377.

	

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

	The language is generally understandable but requires moderate editing to meet scholarly communication standards.
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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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