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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.


	Mancozeb, an ethylene-bis-dithiocarbamate (EBDC), has been one of the most commonly used fungicides. World Health Organization (WHO) has classified mancozeb as unlikely to present an acute exposure hazard under conditions of normal use. There is no evidence of neurotoxicity, nerve tissue destruction or behavioural changes, from the EBDCs, however, dithiocarbamates are partially chemically broken down, or metabolized to carbon disulfide, a neurotoxin capable of damaging nerve tissues through inhibition of ATP-dependent uptake of H3 -glutamate in rat cortical vesicles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

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

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there are no competing interest in this manuscript.
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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