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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 (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 development of blast-resistant varieties is crucial to provide sustainable and long-term control of the disease in finger millet cultivation. Numerous breeding initiatives have aimed to create modified finger millet germplasm with a healthy and long-lasting tolerance to P. grisea.
The current seems to be a important step in this connection
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title seems fine. However I suggest the title “Genetic and Molecular Approaches to Enhance Blast Resistance in Finger Millet” 
	

	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.
	Abstract must be focused on work its background is too much lengthy, follow to write a short on background, methodology and key findings of gene pyramiding, molecular markers, QTL mapping and a summarized concluding remarks. Keeping in view the length of abstract not more than 300 words
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Seems fine however shortfalls are listed here 1. “NBS-LRR” are presented as specific R-genes; NBS-LRR is a class, not a gene actually.
2. “organophosphorus fungicides” is stated as key agents for blast in the manuscript however the standard chemistries seems against blast are triazoles so seems scientifically incorrect
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References seems non sufficient add references about how GBS and NGS technologies are functioning, Markers comparison tables, CRISPR, gene pyramiding, bioinformatics seems missing.  Addiontionally Future roadmap for blast resistance in finger millet is not written properly in the methodology 
	

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


	Seems moderate English level with redundancies and style issues in the manuscript for example long sentneces used, , grammer issue innsome sentences, some sentences repeated several time for example Nutritional benefits, yield-loss percentages, and pathogen names are repeated multiple times in different sections. So thorogh study is required to improve the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has shortfalls which have been suggested in each section for improvement of manuscript more over it contains a comprehensive overview about blast disease  of finger millet and resistance strategies to be adoptes. 
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	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 detail)

Not seen
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