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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This manuscript is good, and provides a good insight into post-harvest fruit rot in apples and the potential use of Zingiber officinale as a natural anti-fungal agent, this research provides an insight into eco-friendly alternatives to fungicides, which can solve the problems related to the use of chemical fungicides that are may harmful to humans and also the identification of fungal species responsible for apple rot in Mubi, Nigeria provides a regional understanding of post harvest losses and can be an alternative and strategic solution in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, it shows the focus of the research taken, but I suggest that it should be shortened with the following suggestions to make it look concise and straightforward: “Isolation and Control of Post-Harvest Apple Rot Pathogens Using Ginger (Zingiber officinale) Extracts in Mubi, Nigeria”.
	

	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 written was good, but for the latin names that appear for the first time, please write in full, and don't forget the consistency in writing Latin with italics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is made scientifically sound with a clear methodology structure, it's just that it still uses a lot of outdated citations, please revise the citations used. Then the figure does not show the description of the figure number. Finally in the discussion section only mentions the results and compares with previous results, there is no elaboration between the parameters used.
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	I think almost 1/3 of the citations used are outdated, please replace with the latest references, at least 1/3 or more (80%) must be recent citations.
The format used in the bibliography is inconsistent, please use the standard format from IJBCRR.
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	The manuscript is understandable, but there are grammatical issues and awkward phrasing in some sections. If you are not a native English, it is better to use professional proof reading to fix the problem.
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