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	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 is good and clear. It may contribute to the scientific community with the information needed to understand the growth and sporulation of the fungus that causes the common cotton wilt disease, Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum. It also clarifies the role of different nutritional sources in their effect on growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	yes
	

	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 manuscript is concerned with Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum. The authors should mention the Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum problem, not the cotton problem, at the beginning of the abstract.
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	1- The introduction lacks the objectives of the study. The authors should list the objectives of the study at the end of the introduction.
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4- In the results, the scientific name of the fungus, Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum, is fully written. The authors should write it briefly, such as F. o. f. sp. vasinfectum
5- In the results, the authors should change "Photograph" to "Fig." in the manuscript text and legend

6- The data were statistically analyzed using a completely randomized design, but the authors did not mention which test of means was used, such as Duncan's or the least significant difference value (LSD).

7- Authors should place different lowercase letters above the means in tables to indicate differences among the means.
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