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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

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?

6. Arethe 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)

Absolutely! This manuscript significantly enriches the scientific community by
offering valuable and ground-breaking insights.

The title aptly captures the essence of the article, effectively conveying its content
and attracting reader interest.

The article's abstract covers groundnut's importance, soil-borne diseases' severity,
field experiments, and Tebuconazole 6% FS seed treatment's effectiveness in
preventing collar, stem, and root rot. Seed germination, disease incidence, and pod
production are detailed in the abstract, which summarizes two seasons of study.

The manuscript's subsections and overall structure are well-organized, providing a
clear and logical presentation of the research, contributing to the overall readability
and understanding of the content.

The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with a robust methodology and well-
documented results, contributing to its credibility within the scientific community.

The references are generally sufficient and recent, contributing to the scholarly
foundation of the manuscript. However, considering the dynamic nature of scientific
literature, it may be beneficial to incorporate a few additional recent references to
enhance the current relevance and completeness of the bibliography.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes
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