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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 is important to the scientific community as it explores the fungal organisms that infects in fruits resulting in spoilage and serious economic loss. The author has explored the molecular method of identifying and characterising these fungal agents and this is an important step in helping the farmers preserve their produce better to prevent economic losses 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is 
	

	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 manuscript has a comprehensive abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The author can improve on it by presenting the tables in a scientifically acceptable standard (Table 1). The contrast of the gel pictures (the writings and numbering) should be improved if the publication will be coloured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but the author needs to correct a few errors pointed out in this section. That is reference number 7 and 8 which will change the numbering of the references.
	

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


	The quality of the English Language is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research was well put together.
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