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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Out of 66 genotypes authors have screened out 25 genotypes and 13 were found moderately
resistant having one race the female, 10 hybrids and 2 as male.

In case of hybrids, we categorized the combinations based on type of cross viz., resistant x
resistant = resistant (21), resistant x susceptible = resistant (9), susceptible x resistant =
susceptible (14) and susceptible x susceptible = susceptible (6) recorded the blast score (score
1.0to 5.0 consideration as resistance reaction and 5.1 to 9 consider as susceptible reaction.
Study model was quite good.

Total hybrids, 19 hybrids were found to be highly resistant, one was hybrid found resistant, 10
were hybrids found moderately resistant, 20 hybrids were found susceptible and none of the
hybrid was found highly susceptible to blast.
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suitable for scholarly communications?
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Add some reference. Paper is worth publishing as such.
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