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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.

The manuscript is well written. This manuscript shed light on the efficacy of a new molecule
mefentrifluconazole against Mycosphaerella fijiensis. The study is relevant as the pathogen is
gaining resistance to other common chemicals in use now
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
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Yes. If in vivo studies were also included this would have been more effective. Also mention the
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chemical at various locations can be attributed.
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