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Please write a few sentences regarding the The efficacy of neem oil and selected plant extracts against anthracnose in soybeans is crucial as it
importance of this manuscript for the scientific offers a sustainable, eco-friendly alternative to chemical fungicides, helping reduce crop loss caused by
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this Colletotrichum truncatum. This approach promotes healthier agricultural practices while protecting the

manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | environment and supporting global food security.
required for this part.

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes, it's very suitable but needs some improvement | already mentioned in the comments section
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some of the manuscript

points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript Yes
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the This manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound due to its clear focus on
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do | evaluating the efficacy of neem oil and plant extracts, which are well-recognized for their bioactive

you think that this manuscript is scientifically properties, against Colletotrichum truncatum in soybean. The study addresses an important agricultural
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 issue, applying established methodologies such as controlled experiments and proper pathogen
sentences may be required for this part. identification. Additionally, by including multiple plant extracts and comparing them to neem oil, the

manuscript offers a comprehensive analysis of alternative treatments, increasing the relevance of its
findings. The data-driven approach enhances the reliability of the conclusions drawn.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes, it's correct but it's also cited Pathogenicity and Survey of Root Rot Disease of Cotton in Different
have suggestions for additional references, Villages of Dir Upper and Dir Lower Khyber Pakhtoon Khwa Pakistan
please mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
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It's very interesting work
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