Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_151511

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Mycelial compatibility groups among Sclerotium rolfsii isolates associated with collar rot of chickpea in Telangana

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments
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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the population structure of Sclerotium rolfsii associated with collar rot of chickpea in Telangana through mycelial compatibility analysis. Understanding mycelial compatibility groups is essential for assessing genetic diversity, epidemiology, and disease management strategies. The identification of a single mycelial compatibility group suggests low genetic variability, which has practical implications for the development of uniform and region-wide disease control measures. The study contributes useful baseline data for plant pathologists and researchers working on soil-borne fungal pathogens
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the objectives and findings of the study
	

	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 abstract is well structured and adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions 

Minor suggestion: The authors may consider briefly mentioning the implication of a single MCG for disease management to further strengthen the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology used for isolation, maintenance, and mycelial compatibility testing of S. rolfsii isolates is appropriate and well described. The use of aversion scale scoring and Jaccard similarity analysis is acceptable and supports the conclusions drawn. The results are clearly presented and
logically discussed with relevant literature
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and generally adequate to support the study. However, inclusion of one or two more recent references (last 3–5 years) related to molecular diversity or population biology of Sclerotium rolfsii could further strengthen the discussion
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present and can be corrected through careful proofreading or minor language editing. Overall, the English quality is acceptable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and figures are informative, though minor formatting inconsistencies should be corrected
The discussion could be slightly strengthened by linking mycelial compatibility

results with potential implications for resistance breeding and integrated disease management
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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