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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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The manuscript is important for science community. The isolates will be used in future
research to come up with low risk product for control of Sclerotinia Blight in brinjals.
The title is suitable.

The abstract is comprehensive.

The structure of the manuscript is appropriate.
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The references are sufficient for the manuscript.

The author to review the manuscript by separating unnecessary joined words for example

“FluorescentPseudomonads”, “dietaryfiber”, “wasperformed” e.t.c

The manuscript is correct because the methodology is clear and the results are discussed.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English is suitable
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