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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.


	Study is important for economical biological disease control programme for beanfly cultivation. However, the fungi found in dead bodies of bean fly was identified in the study, but failed to show that these fungi are pathogenic to live bean fly otherwise these fungi are/could be secondary infections after the natural death of bean flies. Without this demarcation importance of this study is at stake.
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	Article identifies some fungi associated with bean cultivations. But the pathogenicity of the fungi on bean fly was not tested/reported in the article, which is a very important part of the study. Otherwise just for identification of fungi in bean cultivations the study is O.K. Without this study identification of fungal formulations for pest control is not valid for future research work. 
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