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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1- Introduction should be concise and obvious 

2-Please clarify the setting and duration of study clearly 
3-More details should be added regarding assessment of Samba  Mahsuri mutant and their 
evaluation in methods section  
4-Please added table including CPE  mutants , grain types 
5- Conclusion should be condensed and rephrase 
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1. We thank the Reviewer for bringing this point to our attention. We have 
rewritten the introduction and integrated related information in concise 
manner. 
 2. Setting and duration was clearly mentioned (page no-2). 
 
3. The methodology section has been rewritten to remove the confusion and 
details have been added in the methodology section (page no 2-3) (Table: 1). 
 
4.CPE mutants grain types details mentioned  in Table:3 
 
5. Conclusion section was condensed and rephrased (Page no 9). 
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