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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 significant within the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the adoption of Trichoderma and Bacillus strains as eco-friendly alternatives to chemical fungicides for the sustainable management of tomato wilt a significant obstacle to global tomato production. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. the title is not suitable. I suggest 
‘In vitro Biological suppression of Fusarium wilt of Tomato using indigenous Trichoderma and Bacillus isolates’. 
	

	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.


	Here are some additions to be added to the manuscript: Mention all isolates identified to the species level using molecular approaches, provide name of the country where you mentioned only the name of the city.  Also italicise the word ‘in vitro’
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quiet sufficient as well as being old. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments to take a critical look at. 
1. No single spore isolation was done to obtain pure cultures of this research. Different strains might have been picked up. 

2. Space between 4°C write as such ‘4 °C’ do same to follow suit. 
3. Biggest flaw is for not including pictures of the morphology description in the manuscript. 

4. Absence of conidia shape measurements

5. For full description of isolates, you should have described both obverse and reverse coloration 

6. No description of phialides arrangements and detailed description of structures under microscope and the magnification used. 

7. No Gel image 
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