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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.


	This manuscript addresses the emerging challenges of pest and pathogen management in the rapidly expanding soil-less cultivation method (hydroponics). This review article clearly defines the development as well as the management of pathogens in hydroponic systems. 
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	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 is quite comprehensive and informative. But only one change I will recommend that the full form of IPM is mentioned nowhere. And to my knowledge “including pest control” is not the full from of IPM. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though there are some old references in the article, but I find that sufficient and relevant. 
	

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


	I would recommend for a thorough reading of the manuscript and corrections of some grammatical errors. 
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	Please add comma (,) after agriculture in the first line of Introduction for clear readability. (For instance: In agriculture, soil is often…..)
Starting of a new sub-heading at Page no.6 and Page no. 7 are creating confusion. Either change the pattern of sub-heading or do the necessary changes to it to make it look readable. (Toxicity management – Activated carbon treatment and Pathogen treatment – Ultraviolet irradiation). 
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