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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. How can you prove your collected isolates were Rhizoctonia solani. Need to 

mention in Materials and Methods.  
2. Why exactly the same definition between lesion number and lesion heigh. 

Line 86-91 
3. Need to write the results separately for the two cultivars. (line 149-161) 

 
Virulent of isolate deals with some morphological character of R. solani. 
Such kind of research on virulent of R. solani on rice will be meaningful  if 
compare with some other character of isolates. Further step after such kind 
of research should be considered well. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Background of the research is not clear in the introduction. 
2. Plant growth stage? OR How many days old plant you have used for 

inoculation ( line 73) 
3. You have separate titles of incubation and some of data collections. So, No 

need to mentio under subtitle, inoculation. (line 78 to 81) 
4. Sub titles should be separated for incubation and data collection. (line 82-98) 
5. What kind of data you have collected at 12 h after inoculation? Please 

mention it. (line 85).  
6. Virulence on which variety? (line 101- 104) 
7. Duplicated PDI formula.  Erase one. (line 106-114) 
8. Before isolation, mention, what kind of diseased samples you have used. 

(line 123) 
9. What is the character of the culture? ((line 123) 
10. It was mentioned 25 isolates in line 124. But 50 isolates inl ine 133. What 

difference.  
11. What kind of conformity? (line 147) 
12. Instead of Table 1, beter to add, the map and collection sites), Because you 

already have GPS data.  
13. In your result, you have mentioned only PDI, So, lesion height, plant height 

and relative lesion height column s are not necessary. (Table 3) 
14. Some statistical analysis values should be added (eg. SE values) (Table 3) 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Seint San Aye 
Department, University & Country Department of Plant Pathology, Yezin Agricultural University, Myanmar 
 
 


