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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 development of this study is important for the scientific community because it includes the isolation and identification of five species of endophytic fungi (Penicillium chrysogenum, Aspergillus flavus, Aspergillus niger, Cladosporium sp. and Curvularia sp.) from root tissues of healthy soybean (Glycine max) plants. Their apathogenicity was observed through tests on soybean seedlings. Likewise, when evaluating the antagonistic potential of isolates against Fusarium solani, the inhibitory effect was demonstrated at 55.56% of Penicillium chrysogenum and Aspergillus flavus, 46.67% of Aspergillus niger, 44.44% of Cladosporium sp. and 30.55% of Curvularia sp. Therefore, it is presumed with the findings of this study that endophytic fungi associated with soybean roots have significant potential as biological control agents. This study will pave the way for developing integrated and environmentally responsible strategies for disease management in soybean cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate for the study developed
	

	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 summary includes the problem, justification, methodology, main results, as well as a possible application; however, it is recommended to include the objective of the research before explaining the methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The sections and texts presented in the manuscript are written correctly and in accordance with the journal's requirements. The article is scientifically accurate because it compiles research that adheres to the fundamentals of the scientific method.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and are not recent. It is suggested that at least 25 references be included and updated, as only 5% are up to date. It is suggested that at least 80% of the references be updated within 5 years of publication.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the introduction section, should update the information with more recent data. In the results section, can include the magnification at which the micrographs were observed.  discussion can also be based on more recent findings to explain in detail the type of inhibition and the mechanisms that activate or deactivate it.
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