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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 research paper is mainly focused on the eco-friendly approaches against fungal phytopathogens. It is helpful to control fungal pathogens by using oyster spent mushroom substrate (SMS). The estimation and analysis of SMS metabolites are helpful in determining anti fungal activity against fungal pathogen. The profiling of metabolites are very good and make the manuscript very effective.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 

But in the title of topic in place of “major soil borne fungal plant pathogens”
“some soil borne fungal plant pathogens” would be more effective
	

	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 the abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, widely manuscript is scientifically correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references are sufficient and recent, but also required to add more some very recent references. The references are need to thorough revision. All the references should be in uniform format and also should be complete.
	

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


	Except few lines the language/English quality is average but suitable for scholarly communications.

Quill bot software has been used to paraphrased the sentences, so that the language of manuscript is very complicated at several places


	

	Optional/General comments


	The research article can be published after minor revision.
I would like to ask few questions:

1. Why you use aqueous extract? Why not any other organic solvent?
2. The process of preparation of extract is not mention in material methods, I would like to suggest to add the complete process of extract preparation.   
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