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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. The paper did not provide abundant evidence
showing that the isolate inoculated in rice was the
pathogen causing brown leaf spot disease of Paddy
because it lacks purification process and the
identification of the pathogen was carried out only on
the basis of the colony characteristics.

2. The paper did not provide a comprehensive and
thorough research background for the present study or
how the study advanced from the previous work in this
area in introduction.

3. The discussion part mostly presented a list of results,
without deep analysis.

4. The Figure and Table in the paper were nonstandard
and there was no collating of data.

The present research work is provide a
useful information the farmers by which
they can use these varieties which are
resistant to brown leaf spot disease of
paddy. This may increase the
productivity and save the economy of
farmers.

It has been added in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Sufficient details of the methods should be provided.
2. Format of Reference must be consistent.

[ have been corrected Methods part and
Reference according to your suggetion.

Optional /General comments
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