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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 research provides insights into how geographical differences might affect the anastomosis grouping of Rhizoctonia solani. Despite falling into the same AG type, they are showing different behaviours and effects in different locations. This is an important finding in regard to assessing the pathogenicity of the pathogen as well as knowing the geographical variation of these pathogens. This information can also be used in developing effective disease management strategies against rice sheath blight. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable for the article; it captures the overall goal of the research. 
	

	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.


	The information included in the abstract is enough. However, I suggest breaking long sentences. For instance, the third sentence is too long, it would be better to break it down. I noticed a few grammatical errors in the abstract; I would correct them. Remove “based on” from the second sentence to make it more grammatically appropriate. The spelling of “variation” is wrong in the last sentence.  Also check for extra spacing between the words. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it requires major changes in some areas. The abstract, some parts of the results, and the conclusion are exactly the same, Please fix those. Elaborate the discussion section, adding more recent papers like (A comprehensive insight into the biology of Rhizoctonia solani AG1-IA Kühn, the causal organism of the sheath blight disease of rice, Identification and expression analysis of pathogenicity-related genes of Rhizoctonia solani anastomosis groups infecting rice: these are just example, there are more on the same topic) would help. 
In the conclusion section, mention how this research is practically relevant (do not repeat results), and suggest what future researchers can explore further. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included are suitable, but most of them are old; please include more recent papers if possible. I don’t think the references are enough for the discussion. Adding a few recent papers would help. 
	

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


	I have noticed a few grammatical errors, including wrong spelling, extra spacing between and after the words throughout the paper. Also, some paragraphs have an inch indentation while others do not, I suggest making the formatting uniform throughout the manuscript. Fixing those would make it more appreciate for publication. Also, try to break down extra-long sentences throughout the paper if possible. The readers might lose focus while reading too-long sentences.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a good paper, I would suggest incorporating above mentioned comments to make it more refined. 
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	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)
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