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PART 1: Review Comments

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 * Title should be “Screening of Disease Resistant Varieties against
REVISION comments Brown Leaf Spot of Paddy in Allahabad, India”. e Thank you sir for suggest to about my
¢ Conclusion part missing in this manuscript, so add it. topic.
* In pot screening (Line 70 and 71) of material and methods how the  Inthismanuscript, | have screened
number of plants would be 30? Explain it. 25 varieties against brown leaf spot
* Present all data of 2014 and 2015 of same experiment in one table so that not conclusion.
for example, combine Table 1 and Table 4 data because of same * | havecorrected line No. 70 and 71.
type of experiment repeated over the year and no need to present * | have also grammatical correction
in separate table. should be done as suggested.
¢ Some grammatical correction should be done as suggested in the
.pdf file attached herewith.
¢ Two references (Line 317 and Line 334) should be removed
because there is no citation in the manuscript.
¢ There is some citation in the text but references are missing. So,
references should be necessary. The citations are as follows: * I should be removed two
1. Line 266 - Hossain and Kulkarni (2001) references.
2. Line 269 - Saifullah et al. (1991)
3. Line 269 - Nagaraju et al. (1991) ) i
4. Line 272 - Jha etal. (1999) and e Add al the reference in manuscript.
5. Line 274 - Bonman, 1992.
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional/General
comments
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