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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.


	The manuscript evaluates the use of fungicides and biocontrol agents for the management of root rot/wilt in acid lime. 
This study focussed on application of different triazoles for reducing the natural incidence of root rot in acid lime.

Biocontrol agents, viz., Trichoderma and Paecilomyces were assessed alone and in combination for eco-friendly management of root rot in acid lime.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title may be modified as “Field management of dry root rot/wilt of acid lime (Citrus aurantifolia Swingle) incited by Fusarium solani (mart.) sacc”


	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. But few inclusions are required in the methodology for improvement of the manuscript:
1. References on the losses caused due to root rot/ wilt in acid lime has to be included in the Introduction

2. The aim of the study has to be clearly defined

3. Mention the inoculum density of F. solani in the orchard where the treatments were imposed im methodology section

4. It was mentioned that the trial was conducted in CRBD with three replications? But the replication comprised of only one tree. Substantiate the statement.
5. Mention the methodology adopted for disease assessment with a suitable reference.
6. Results of the in vitro studies are missing in the manuscript 
7. Discussion part has to be rewritten duly mentioning the available literature corroborating with the research results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References need to be included for the methodology adopted in the study and the disease assessment scale used for recording the rotting of the roots.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript needs to be improvised 
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