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	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.


	Use of disease resistant varieties is an important component for disease management which not only reduce the use of excessive chemicals but also maintain ecological balance. For developing resistant varieties against disease, screening of a number of lines or accessions is done to check its reaction towards the disease. In the present manuscript, 150 rice lines were screened against bacterial blight disease in seedling stage. The resistant, Moderately resistant lines can be taken to further investigations for development of resistant varieties. The current experiment is the initial stage, further more investigations at different levels can be done for development of resistant varieties.
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It can also be written as “Reaction of rice germplasm against bacterial blight disease at seedling stage”.
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	The abstract has sufficient information but there is need to improve the sentence structure, punctuations like comma, proper spacing between words . 

Follow the correct format for citation inside the text.
Avoid starting a sentence with numbers like 150.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is need of addition of more number of recent references. 
The discussion part should be written elaborately providing related information to screening and reason behind it. The current finding should be discussed by providing more recent citations.
	

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


	It is ok. But there is need of improvement in writing style. 
Most of the words are merged, no proper punctions and sentence structure.

Author should read the article twice before final submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Rice is a staple food crop or vital food crop. It cant be vital staple food crop. Make this correction in first line of introduction.

There should be gap between genus and species in first line of abstract. 
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