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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 screening of chemical agents against coffee anthracnose is highly valuable to the scientific community, as anthracnose remains one of the most destructive diseases affecting coffee yield and bean quality. Identifying effective chemical management strategies can significantly contribute to disease control, reduce crop losses, and support sustainable coffee production. 
	

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

	No, Comparative Screening of Chemical Treatments for Coffee Anthracnose Management. This title will be suitable for this study. 
	

	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.

	No. Add objective, year of the study, and importance of coffee anthraconse. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Somepoints are lacking. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some more reference should be added. The discussion should integrate appropriate references. 
	

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

	

Good


	

	Optional/General comments

	
All the formula should be written scientifically. The flow of sentences are missing. In introduction part, the importance and scope of this study should be added. Give some statistical analysis like DMRT to test highly significant difference between fungicides. In citation, all the co-authors should be italic.


	










	[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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