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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.


	This article giving good disease information for the maize farmers.
But this article not that much good for scientific research study because here not provide any microscopic pictures of the bacteria, also not provide the good methodology.
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“A Critical Threat of  Dickeya zeae (Samson et al., 2005) Bacterial phathogen for Stalk Rot disease on Maize crop”
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	In the abstract, identification of the bacteria through morphologically, mention the name of instrument (like microscope etc.) name. 
Delete bacterial stalk rot simply write stalk rot disease because in this abstract already mention stalk rot is a bacterial disease.

Some grammatical corrections needed. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript scientifically quite good.
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3. Add CFU count formula
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5. In the taxonomy part only Genus and Species name write in ITALIC Form.
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