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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.
	The concept behind this study is very relevant to solving todays needs.  The findings of this study is expected to add knowledge to the scientific community.  However, the poor writing style exhibited by the author/s grossly impedes adequate knowledge transmission.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since in vitro tests were done on the pathogen and not on diseased plants, the title should reflect this, for example:  Antagonistic potencies of Native Papaya (Carica papaya L.) rhizosphere microflora against the Root rot disease-causing pathogen - Fusarium solani 
	

	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 is poorly written and requires major review. The tone of the abstract must be academic in nature.  Though the Abstract is segmented into sections, it should flow as a single piece.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a scientifically correct undertone, but it is poorly represented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	“References” is spelt wrongly.  References are sufficient but with a lot of old references. References more than 10 years old should not exceed 20% of total references.
	

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


	The quality of language used in this manuscript is not suitable for scholarly communication. Correct spellings, grammar, and tone should be applied.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though this manuscript is poorly written, its concept is very relevant. Language should be clear, scientific/academic, and correct.
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