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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 fact that it presents original research findings using Trichoderma as a biocontrol agent against key pathogens affecting castor makes it a valuable contribution to the field. Overall, the manuscript appears to be a valuable addition to the scientific literature, providing actionable knowledge for researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author should be specific with pathogens in the title. It is stated: foliar and soil borne which generalizes a lot of pathogens involved. In my opinion: ‘‘In Vitro Evaluation of Trichoderma harzianum (Th4d) for the management of some major foliar and soil borne pathogens of castor’’.
	

	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 quiet okay. I suggest descriptions like ‘‘76.66 per cent’’ should be written properly. i.e., 76.66 %. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound.
	

	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. Some of them are old whiles others are not too current.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality is okay. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	These are a few comments to note. 

1. For the Trichoderma isolate obtained for this experiment, was it single spored in storage or it was single spored before used for the experiment? If not, you could have picked a lot of strains used for this experiment. 

2.  Also, in technical terms, seeding used be used in place of inoculation in this study. 
3. How was mycelia growth measured and with what instrument? Please provide clarity on that.

4. At what stage and day were mycelia growth and percent inhibition measured?

5. Provide the brand name for the haemocytometer used. 

6. Since A. ricini has a powdery spore mass and when seeding and not carefully seeded, spores do fall on the plates thus creating a mess on the plate where spores grow messy on the plate. With such messy plates with spores growing all over them, how were you able to take measurements for mycelial growth and inhibition percent. 
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