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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 valuable and updated information on the diversity and pathogenicity of Colletotrichum species associated with coffee anthracnose in China. The study strengthens current knowledge on species distribution and their morphological and molecular characteristics. The integration of multilocus phylogeny and pathogenicity tests makes this work scientifically meaningful for plant pathologists. The chapter will serve as an important reference for disease diagnosis and management of coffee anthracnose.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope and contents of the chapter. (No change 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 comprehensive, but it can be made more concise by reducing repetition. The flow can be improved by briefly combining the aims, methods, major findings, and significance into a more compact structure. Adding one sentence on the practical importance for coffee disease management will further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, species identification, molecular phylogeny, and pathogenicity assays are appropriate and follow standard practices. The conclusions are supported by the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and relevant; however, the authors may further strengthen the manuscript by including recent literature such as the 2025 study (DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.54085/ap.2025.14.1.114 ), which provides additional context on Colletotrichum and related phytopathological research.
	

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

	The language is generally understandable, but minor grammatical corrections are needed. A few sentences in the introduction and results can be polished for clarity. Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication after minor editing.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Ensure consistent formatting of species names (italicization).


	









	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]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 details)
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