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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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1. Fifteen samples of infected guava leaves were collected during the study. Here it is
essential to describe the symptoms of infected leaves.

2. Though six different types of fungus have been isolated from the infected leaves, there is
no information on morpho and microscopic identification of isolates obtained. All the six
fuugus isolates obtained were need not be pathogens of guava.

3. Koch postulates were done for two fungus isolates only. Rest four isolates?

4. Rationality of testing the pathogen against apple is need to be mentioned

5. In discussion part, the stimulatory effect of golden copper on the growth of tested fungus
is need to be described

6. Conclusion part is not sufficient. Need to elaborate

Minor REVISION comments

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

English language has to be improved. There are many mistakes/typographical errors in many
places viz.,In introduction, fourth line...... guava considers the most popular fruits, eleventh line.....
algal infection incited caused by.....Materials and methods..... 2.1 line no.2 each infected sample
was putted in plastic bag....2.3 pathogenicity test.... Line no. 5.. guava leaves were washed under
tape water........
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