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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 taps into a really relevant area, exploring natural antifungal agents, especially from aromatic oils, as alternatives to synthetic fungicides. Given the increasing resistance to chemical treatments and the push for more eco-friendly practices in agriculture, this kind of research can make a meaningful impact. It adds to our understanding of how essential oils can be used against soil-borne fungal pathogens like Fusarium, Pythium, and Rhizoctonia, which are major threats in crop production. If developed further, findings like these could help shape safer plant protection strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does reflect the general idea of the study, but tightening it up would make it sound more scientific and informative. I’d suggest something like:
“Antifungal Efficacy of Selected Aromatic Plant Oils Against Major Soil-Borne Phytopathogens.” It keeps the focus clear and emphasizes the biological targets.
	

	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 needs a bit of work. It’s not very clear or logically structured right now. The phrasing is awkward in places, and terms like “00 mm” or “imaximum” should definitely be corrected. I’d recommend revising it to follow a simple flow:
•
One or two lines on the purpose of the study.

•
A quick rundown of how the experiment was done.

•
The most important findings (with correct units and proper grammar).

And a brief closing line on what it all means or why it matters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study’s foundation seems solid, testing different plant oils against key fungal pathogens is a useful direction. But the presentation needs polishing. Some results are unclear or missing units, the language has frequent grammatical issues, and scientific names aren’t consistently formatted. I’d also like to see clearer details on the experimental setup and statistical methods, to be sure the data supports the conclusions. Overall, the science looks reasonable but definitely needs careful revision. Terms like “imaximum” and “observe” instead of “observed” point to errors that could confuse readers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript lacks up-to-date citations, particularly from the past five years, and this is something that should definitely be addressed. Recent research on essential oils in plant pathology should be included to strengthen the context and relevance of the study. Additionally, there are formatting issues with plant names. For example, Ocimumbasilicum L. should be written as Ocimum basilicum L., with a space between the genus and species. I recommend reviewing both the reference list and the main text carefully to correct such inconsistencies.

Suggested additions (if not already included):
· Gupta, I., et al., 2023. Plant essential oils as biopesticides: applications, mechanisms, innovations, and constraints. Plants, 12 (16), 2916. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12162916
· Gupta, P., et al., 2023. Natural compounds as pesticides, emerging trends, prospects, and challenges. In: Surya Nandan Meena, Vinod Nandre, Kisan Kodam, Ram Swaroop Meena. (Eds). New horizons in natural compound research, Academic Press. 391–414. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-443-15232-0.00022-9
· Elena P., et al., Antifungal Efficacy of Essential Oils and Their Predominant Components Against Olive Fungal Pathogens. Agriculture 2025, 15(3), 340; https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture15030340
	

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


	The English needs a lot of editing. There are frequent grammar errors, awkward sentences, and inconsistent terminology. It’s readable with effort, but not quite at the level expected for scholarly communication. I’d suggest a thorough language review, possibly with help from a native English speaker or a professional editing service.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There’s good potential in this manuscript, but it needs major revision, especially in terms of clarity, language, formatting, and overall presentation. I’d also suggest the authors strengthen the discussion with comparisons to other recent work in the field. More details on the methodology would help improve reproducibility.

Table 2 should include a clear key, defining all abbreviations used, for example, "DAP" should be explained directly below the table for clarity. If applicable, the author may also consider adding graphs to visually support the data; these should be properly labeled and statistically analyzed. Additionally, ensure consistency in formatting: all elements within the table should be centralized, and the font size should be uniform throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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