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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 article is sufficiently important towards the scientific community. It talks about the occurrence of the white rust in rapeseed-mustard caused by Albugo candida (Pers.) Kuntze. It highlights the incidence in several separate areas. This makes it usable later as a background in the upcoming research of rapeseed-mustard. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable as it mainly focuses on the observation of the rapeseed-mustard
	

	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 comprehensive, but the data can be organized in a more approachable manner. The number it quite sporadic, so the percentage should be categorized with each sub-problem.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct, as it follows the method of scientific research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are sufficient and recent, but there is also reference from more than five years ago. It should be updated to the latest reference. 
	

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


	It will be more suitable if it revised with a more scientific language. The current grammar is already good, but it will be better if a suitable grammar is used. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, it is really good. 
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