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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.


	It manuscript provides potential use of spent mushroom substrates (SMS) derived from oyster mushrooms for preparing chemical fungicide formulation to control controlling soil-borne pathogens like Fusarium oxysporum, Rhizoctonia solani, and Sclerotium rolfsii. Thus supporting waste valorization and offers a low-cost disease management option for farmers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is well suited with this context.
	

	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 abstract is concise and clear. Can be added bried methology part (agar well diffusion) and comparative effectiveness between aqueous and methanolic extracts.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically sound and robust. All the writing part of this paper is well documented and explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. But add addsome more recent (3 years ) of data.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable and well written scientifically.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors can included B:C ratio of field trial of the experiment sothat relevancy of experiment has been more real.
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