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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, because in this article discuss about Groundnut regarded as “king of oil seed crops” is
an economic important food legume and edible oil seed crop in India, which severely suffers
from soil borne diseases of groundnut, collar rot (Aspergillus niger), stem rot (Sclerotium
rolfsii) and root rot (Rhizoctonia solani) causing major havoc causes significant economic
losses. The Seed treatment of Tebuconazole 6% FS @ 4.0 — 5.0 ml/10 kg of seeds were
effective in control of Collar rot, Stem rot and Root rot disease incidence during both the
seasons tested and resulting higher root length, shoot length, vigor index and pod yield of
Ground nut. Hence, it can be concluded that Tebuconazole 6% FS @ 4.0 ml/ 10 kg of seeds
is effective in managing the Collar rot, Stem rot and Root rot diseases of Ground nut without
any harmful effect on crop. IN this article also discuss about factors that effect on crop as
well as on human environment.

2. Yes, this title is suitable for this article.
3. Yes, abstract of the article completely comprehensive.
4. Yes, subsections and structure of the manuscript is appropriate

5. Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct and according to scientific format.
6. Yes, reference is sufficient and according to citation.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications. Because with the use of
English language anyone else easily understand article.
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