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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 results highlight the potential of integrating biological and organic approaches as sustainable alternatives to chemical control for managing chilli wilt.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 major deletions are required, but minor additions and condensation would make the abstract more concise, impactful, and aligned with international journal standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core concept and experimental approach, but it requires minor to moderate scientific refinement to fully meet the standards of a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Yes, the current references are adequate to support the basic context, but they should be expanded to include recent and high-impact studies.

2. Add at least 6–8 newer (last 5–7 years) high-quality references to ensure current scientific relevance.

3. Ensure consistency in formatting and completeness (authors, year, journal, volume, pages).


	

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


	Major language improvement is essential to meet international academic publishing standards and to ensure the manuscript is clearly and effectively communicated to the scientific community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound and has merit, but major revisions are necessary before it can be considered for publication. Strengthening the language, improving methodological transparency, updating references, and enhancing the discussion will significantly increase the manuscript’s impact and acceptance potential.
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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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