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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
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his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This research work is too important as the pathogen is severally affect production of Soyabean
which is directly related to the economy of the state. Knowing the pathogen is crucial for taking
control measure of the disease caused by Rhizoctonia solani in soyabean plant.

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

Yes

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.

In my opinion, no need to add

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes appropriate

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript comprises all the appropriate necessary contents like abstract, Introduction,
material and methods, result along with references. The manuscript is scientifically sound as
there is no any unscientific write up .

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

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

Language is ok

Optional/General comments

Overall article is good
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