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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. The article has significant impact on the agricultural production, i.e., maize
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) production in India through a field experiment of a type soil borne fungal pathogen.
Study results could help farmers find out useful solutions to reduce the negative
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? impacts of such plant-related diseases on maize production and yield.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 2. Yes. Thetitle of the article is suitable.
3. Yes. The abstract is comprehensive. It could be better to add few sentences stating
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? the positiveness of this study, e.g., implications for producers.
4. Yes.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 5. Yes.
6. Yes.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of It would be helpful for add one or two sentences summarizing the main goal of this
additional references, please mention in the review form. study at the end of the introduction section. This will help readers to better
understand the main idea of this article.
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additional suggestions/comments)
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