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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.


	The study related in this manuscript is important for the scientific community as it contributes to ensuring the food security worldwide. Actually, the Fusarium wilt is a major constraint for many crops. Thus, it is very important to control it through the selection of tolerant plant material, which is a sustainable solution for pest and disease management. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable for the article. 
	

	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 of the article could be comprehensible, but there is some mistakes and omissions : 
· The second sentence of Abstract has no verb, so its understanding is a little difficult.

· The third sentence of Abstract is too long (4 lines) and very incomprehensible. The author must reformulate it !

I directly made some suggestions in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The different parts of an article are well distinguished. Material and methods employed to realize the study are authorized. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are good.
	

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


	The author should pay attention with the English quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The font size is not standardized in the whole manuscript.

The introduction is very long. There are a lot of repetitions of the same idea.
I think that the table 1 of the manuscript is not more important for an article.

Please, write “figure” instead of “fig”

In the Fig 3, what is the title of the vertical axis?

Some corrections and propositions are in the manuscript.
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