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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

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.

Yes, the quality of the manuscript is good and important for the scientific community.

We conducted this study because the NCLB disease has economic
importance in the NEH region, so it is necessary to address the
problem from the plant breeder’s perspective.

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

Yes, the title is well composed having relevance, clarity, and effectiveness

The title was kept concise to capture the main focus of the study.

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.

Yes, it pinpoints the key elements like its objectives and conclusions

We appreciate the reviewer’'s effort in thoroughly reviewing our
manuscript.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes, it was well structured

We utilized wide range of statistical tools available from published
literature and text books to conduct thorough analysis.

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

Yes, references are sufficient

We have incorporated references from both recent studies as well as
foundational research to provide a complete perspective on the topic.

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

Yes

We aimed to make the manuscript as clear and comprehensible as
possible.

Optional/General comments

1. Minor mistakes were noted in the manuscript please correct

PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT

We sincerely appreciate the insightful comments and suggestions
given by the reviewer which will be helpful in improving the quality of
the manuscript and we have made the necessary corrections, as
suggested by the reviewer. The Fs families have been confirmed.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

No ethical issues.
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