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	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.


	The incidence of Rhizoctonia solani phytopathogen causing sheath blight in rice is increasing owing to the changing climate. Thus, there is an increase in the economic damage caused by the phytopathogen. Hence, it becomes imperative to gain information about the source of genetic resistance against it.
	

	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.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some incorrections:
· Mercuric chloride is carcinogenic so, it should be replaced with sodium hypochlorite and thus, its method should change accordingly.

· The DNMRT value should be provided in the tables to provide the range of significance.

· The mathematical symbols are incorrect. The authors must check it thoroughly. 

· The authors must provide pictures of all the cultivars and their reaction with Rhizoctonia solani phytopathogen.

· The authors must also provide the details of the pathogenicity test for the Rhizoctonia solani isolate under a susceptible genotype.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and are not recent. The authors must add more recent references.
	

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


	The authors must stick to either the British or American style of English writing for the manuscript.
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