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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses the critical role of native Trichoderma spp. in enhancing crop resilience under abiotic stress conditions. By evaluating stress tolerance and compatibility of indigenous strains, the study contributes to the development of sustainable and eco-friendly agricultural practices, particularly relevant in the face of climate change. The findings can guide future research and application of biocontrol agents adapted to specific agroecological zones. Moreover, it supports the conservation and utilization of local microbial biodiversity for improving soil health and crop productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative title:
"Abiotic Stress Tolerance and Compatibility Assessment of Native Trichoderma Isolates from Kasargod District"
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, but it can be improved for clarity and scientific impact. The objective should be stated more clearly and the methodology section can be made more concise. Highlighting key findings and implications in fewer words would improve readability. Adding a sentence on the potential application of the results in sustainable agriculture is recommended. Overall, a tighter structure and focused content will enhance its effectiveness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Here are the mistakes and inconsistencies , organized for clarity:
General Formatting and Grammar
Inconsistent spacing after full stops (e.g., "ABSTRACT . Aims" should be "ABSTRACT. Aims").
Inconsistent use of superscripts for temperatures (e.g., "300C" should be "30°C").
"fig-1" should be "Fig. 1"; same for Fig. 2, etc. (capitalize consistently).
"Fig. 1,2" should be "Figs. 1 and 2" for clarity and correct formatting.
Section headings (like "results and discussion") should be capitalized: "Results and Discussion".
Use of inconsistent tense—switches between past and present (e.g., “were” vs. “is”).
"Sl. No" should be "S. No." or "Serial No."
“Pattern of growth” and other descriptors in tables should be more clearly structured (consider formatting as rows instead of mixed with headings).
The word “DAI” is used without expansion on first use (should be “Days After Inoculation (DAI)” on first mention).
Scientific and Technical Issues
Temperature values like "40C", "100C" should be corrected to "4°C", "10°C", etc.
Inconsistent formatting of PEG concentrations: sometimes written with a space ("10 %"), sometimes not ("10%").
The sentence “Trichoderma spp. waved good mycelial growth…” is incorrect. “Waved” should be replaced with “showed” or “exhibited”.
In formulas, spacing and symbols should be clearer:
“Per cent inhibition = (C-T/C *100)” should be “Percent Inhibition = [(C − T)/C] × 100”.
Table formatting is inconsistent and difficult to read—consider converting into a clean tabular format.
Referencing
Some references lack publication year in parentheses (e.g., “Domingues et al., (2016)” — parentheses around author unnecessary).
Inconsistent citation style: sometimes author names appear with "&" (should be consistent with journal style).
“Leo Daniel et al. (2011)” appears more than once—consider rephrasing or consolidating similar references.
Punctuation and Spacing
Missing space before some parentheses (e.g., “growth was observed(fig-1)” should be “growth was observed (Fig. 1)”).
“Fig. 1,2” should be “Figs. 1 and 2” or “Fig. 1 and Fig. 2”.
In “Conclusion:” section, the temperature is given as “300C” instead of “30°C”.
Inconsistent use of hyphens and en-dashes in compound adjectives (e.g., “low-temperatures” should be “low temperatures”).

	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor correction needed
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No

	


Reviewer details:

Baby Tabassum, Govt. Raza PG College Rampur, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

