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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 contributes valuable insights into the discovery of a new bacterial pathogen causing a bacterial disease in rice associated with leaf blight in Northeast India. The identification of the pathogen as Pantoea ananatis and its confirmation through morphological, biochemical, pathogenicity, and molecular studies add valuable information to the current understanding of the pathogen’s distribution and its association with the host crop. This discovery is valuable and relevant to the scientific community because it contributes insights into the constantly evolving pathogen landscape in rice and other crop systems. It also provides valuable information on the need for enhanced surveillance and diagnostic tools in the management and control of the pathogen. It is also valuable in providing baseline information for future research in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally adequate because it shows the novelty, pathogen, disease, crop, and location 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 given abstract provides a concise overview of the study, but can be improved Enhance its quality. However , there are a few changes that could be made in order to improve its comprehensiveness and clarity. Firstly, the methodology could be briefly explained by referring to the main methods such as isolation, biochemical characterization, pathogenicity tests, and 16S rRNA sequencing. Secondly, the main findings in terms of quantities, such as the range of diseases observed during field surveys, could be added in order to improve the scientific value of the abstract. Thirdly, the language could be refined in order to improve its clarity and readability. Furthermore, repetitive statements could be reduced in order to improve the conciseness and clarity of the abstract. Lastly, the abstract could be written in a manner that refers to the implications of the findings in the management and surveillance of diseases in rice ecosystems, which would improve its value and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in intent and overall approach, but it needs:

1. Technical terminology and unit correction

2. Improved discussion of results within the framework of previous literature


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient but add some latest references as well. 
	

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


	Yes, English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor adjustments in the clarity of language, grammatical correctness, and proper formatting are suggested throughout the manuscript. The abstract can be slightly enhanced with the inclusion of significant quantitative results, and some parts of the discussion can be trimmed for easier readability and emphasis on the main results of the study. Overall, the manuscript is a significant contribution to plant pathology studies and will prove to be beneficial for plant pathology research and plant protection workers in the field of rice diseases.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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