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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. 
 

This manuscript is a significant contribution to the scientific community, particularly for researchers and 
agricultural scientists focusing on mungbean cultivation. It provides critical data on the prevalence and 
intensity of anthracnose disease caused by Colletotrichum lindemuthianum in Rajasthan, a key 
mungbean-growing area. The study's findings, based on a comprehensive survey, offer valuable 
insights into the geographical distribution of the disease, which can inform targeted management 
strategies. The detailed quantification of disease intensity also highlights the need for enhanced 
disease resistance breeding programs and improved agronomic practices. 
 

 

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

 

The current title, "Status of anthracnose disease caused by Colletotrichum lindemuthianum in major 
mungbean growing area of Rajasthan", is descriptive and relevant. So, it is not worthy to change this 
title. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract provides a solid overview of the study, including its objectives, methodology, and key 
findings. However, it can be improved by briefly mentioning the implications of the findings for disease 
management and mungbean cultivation. For instance, adding a sentence about how the data can guide 
disease control efforts or breeding programs would enhance its comprehensiveness. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with appropriate references supporting the 
methodology and findings. However, one section suggests using a different source for the Mayee and 
Dattar scale. The suggested citation should be explicitly integrated into the methodology to ensure 
accuracy. 

 

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

I have added three recent references which is very helpful to enhance the quality of the manuscript. 
The references I have already cited in the manuscript. 

 

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

 

The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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