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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.


	Research targeting alternative control strategies against important plant pathogens like Colletotrichum gloeosporioides is very critical. This is rightly so because most of the chemical controls have now been reported to pose human health and environmental risks.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of article is suitable based on the results presented but could change if the experiment was repeated. 
	

	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 needs additional background information and some restructuring to make it strong and ease clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For an “Original Research Article”, I think the literature review is somewhat shallow and needs to be revised to be more comprehensive and include past research regarding this subject. 

The method used (Dual culture) to evaluate the antagonistic activity of the isolates is appropriate but poorly executed). Biological control is very tricky and requires multiple testing to confirm results. The authors need to indicate how many times the experiment was repeated and make the data available for reproducibility. The sample size is not mentioned, and the statistical analysis section is missing. Data availability is not also indicated which defeats an important aspect of reproducible research.
The discussion is also very week and does not sufficiently integrate previous studies to assert the reliability of obtained results. This section MUST also be rewritten.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current but not sufficient because the authors have not situated previous work that has been done on this subject. A comprehensive review of the current existing literature will help in justifying the importance of this work. Here are few examples of important work regarding biocontrol of C. gleosporioides: https://doi.org/10.1080/09583157.2023.2167933, https://doi.org/10.1007/s13205-013-0134-4, https://doi.org/10.3390/jof11040312, https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16761, http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s41938-023-00755-3, https://ejbpc.springeropen.com/articles/10.1186/s41938-020-00301-5#citeas, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmpp.2025.102724 
	

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


	There are some areas where the language needs thorough editing. There are also a lot of punctuation problems in the manuscript. I have made suggestion to the authors in the main document.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- Scientific names a not italicized in certain places in the manuscript.
- Use of English language seems to be weak.

- Some important information is lacking citations especially in the Methods section. I have indicated these in the manuscript.

- Most equipment and reagents mentioned are lacking information on the manufacturer, State/City and Country of provenance.
- Flow of information in the Methods section needs to be adjusted. I have made suggestions.

- Some in-text citations have not been written following acceptable conventions. I have also made suggested edits.

- Fig 2 needs to have a magnification included.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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