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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 manuscript entitled ‘Assessment of KMR-3, MSN-36, and Tetep for Blast Disease of Rice (Oryza sativa L.)’ reports a well-executed phenotypic and SSR marker–based characterization of blast resistance genes. The topic is relevant and important for marker-assisted backcross breeding programs to improve rice resistance. However, the manuscript much longer contains redundancies, needs language tightening, and the Discussion is more descriptive than analytical. With revision, the work could be publishable.


	

	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.


	Abstract is too long and reads like a mini-introduction + methods + conclusion. Please restructure and write it concisely.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is well designed and well executed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I would suggest citing following 2 studies as they are relevant for this work.

Ingole, KD, Prashanthi SK. and Krishnaraj PU. (2017). Mining of Blast Resistance Gene, Pi2 and Its Novel Allelic Variant from Landraces of Rice from Karnataka. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., India, Sect. B Biol. Sci. 87(4): https://doi.org/10.1007/s40011-016-0715-1. 

Ingole KD, Prashanthi SK and Krishnaraj PU. (2014). Mining for major blast   resistance genes from rice landraces of Karnataka. Indian J. Genet Plant Breed. 74(3): 378-383. DOI: 10.5958/0975-6906.2014.00857.8. 


	

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


	Many sentences exceed 40+ words. This affects readability. Frequent use of “The present study” can be removed or reduced. Use active voice where possible.
	

	Optional/General comments


	From section 3.2 onward, you repeatedly restate what the marker is known to do (literature) before describing your results. Please Separate clearly your findings with numbers/bands in results section & interpret and compare with previous work in discussion section. Conclusion needs to state contribution, not just restate results. Explicitly emphasize the novelty of this work how it will be used in breeding program to enhance blast resistance.
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