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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Comments for the manuscript number Ms-JEAI 83764 

I have gone through the manuscript entitled “Effect of inoculum levels on disease 

development and survival potential of Sclerotinia sclerotiorum sclerotia” 

The title, keywords, and abstract are satisfactory. 

Introduction. 

The introduction provides sufficient background information of fungus.  

However, there are few points that require attention.  

 Author did not mention the botanical name of Indian mustard. 

 Author should provide some information of Indian mustard plant.  

 Why the author did not mention the importance of Indian mustard? 

Material and Methods. 

In material methods section I have some queries. 

 Author should take 5 replicates for each treatment. 

 Why the author did not cite the reference of method he followed. 

Result and discussion 

The description of the result is satisfactory. 

 Author should show some picture of his experiments showing the symptoms of 

fungus and severity of disease on plant according to inoculums level. 

In discussion section author should make particular attention to avoiding unnecessary 

repetition of the result. 

A check should be run on the technical aspects to make sure that the presentation is 

consistent and 

correction and updating are needed in text citation and reference list. 
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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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