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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.


	· This manuscript provides valuable field-based evidence demonstrating the effectiveness of integrated disease management (IDM) strategies for controlling sheath blight in paddy, a major constraint to rice productivity. 

· By comparing IDM practices with chemical-based management and prevailing farmer practices, the study delivers practical insights that can directly inform sustainable disease management recommendations. 

· The findings contribute to reducing reliance on chemical fungicides, enhancing eco-friendly approaches and improving yield and economic returns for farmers. 

· Overall, this work strengthens the scientific understanding of IDM efficacy under real farm conditions and supports the development of resilient, cost-effective plant disease management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article is suitable according to actual work carried out.
	

	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 informative but can be improved by adding a brief statement on the study’s objective and mentioning the on-farm trial setup. 
· The author may also include one concluding sentence highlighting the significance of IDM for sustainable disease management. 
· Reducing some numerical details would make it more concise and easier to read.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript appears scientifically sound and well aligned with established principles of plant pathology and integrated disease management. 
· The methodology is appropriate, the data are clearly presented and the results logically support the conclusions. 
· The comparisons among IDM, chemical-based management and farmer practices are valid and consistent with existing literature. 
· Overall, the study is scientifically correct and provides reliable field-based evidence on sheath blight management in paddy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The manuscript contains a good number of relevant and scientifically valid references and several of them are recent (2019–2025), which strengthens the credibility of the study. 

· The cited literature adequately covers sheath blight pathology, IDM strategies and fungicide efficacy. 

· Overall, the references are sufficient.
	

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


	· Yes, the language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. 

· The content is clear, technically accurate and well structured. 

· Minor grammatical edits and smoothing of a few sentences could further improve readability, but overall the manuscript is well written and understandable for scientific audiences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-organized and presents clear field evidence supporting the effectiveness of IDM practices for managing sheath blight in paddy. 

· The data are well analyzed and the conclusions are consistent with the results. 

· Minor improvements in language clarity, abstract structure and title refinement may enhance overall readability. 

· Overall, the study is valuable and contributes meaningfully to sustainable rice disease management research.
· Write scientific names in italics.

· Correct the spelling properly marked by yellow highlioght in menuscript before final submission.
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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? 


	No, there are no ethical issues evident in this manuscript.
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