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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 provides baseline information on the diversity of fungal endophytes associated with chilli, an economically important crop. Such studies are valuable as endophytes often play roles in plant health, stress tolerance, and potential biocontrol applications. The findings may serve as a foundation for future research exploring eco-friendly approaches in crop protection and sustainable agriculture. Although not highly novel, the work adds to the growing body of literature on plant–microbe interactions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but slightly lengthy. It could be made more precise for better impact. A suitable alternative could be:

“Isolation and Morphological Identification of Endophytic Fungi Associated with Chilli (Capsicum annuum L.)”
This version is concise, scientifically accurate, and reflects the study focus.
	

	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 comprehensive but overly descriptive and wordy. It should be shortened to highlight key methods, number of isolates, major genera identified, and the main conclusion. Phrases like “No any fungal species…” should be corrected for grammar. Including quantitative data (e.g., number of isolates per plant part) would strengthen clarity, while repetitive details can be deleted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, as the isolation and identification methods are standard and the results align with known reports on chilli endophytes. However, certain methodological details (e.g., sterilization concentrations, replication, statistical analysis) are unclear and need refinement to ensure reproducibility and robustness. Overall, the science is valid but requires clarification and tightening.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but many are outdated, with limited coverage of recent studies on chilli endophytes. Inclusion of more recent literature (last 5 years) would strengthen the manuscript. Suggested additions:

· Kusari, S., Hertweck, C. & Spiteller, M. (2012). Chemical ecology of endophytic fungi: origins of secondary metabolites. Chem. Biol. 19: 792–798.

· Gouda, S. et al., (2016). Endophytes: a treasure house of bioactive compounds of medicinal importance. Front. Microbiol. 7: 1538.

· Singh, R. et al., (2021). Endophytic fungi in chilli: diversity and potential applications. Physiol. Mol. Plant Pathol. 115: 101692.

These would improve the recency and depth of the reference list.
	

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


	The language quality is below the standard required for scholarly communication. Frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and redundancies reduce readability. The manuscript needs thorough English editing to improve clarity, sentence structure, and scientific tone before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and provides useful baseline information on chilli-associated endophytic fungi. However, the manuscript requires improvements in methodology clarity, language editing, and inclusion of recent literature. Adding graphical representation of diversity and refining the discussion and applications would significantly enhance its quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are evident in this manuscript, as the work involves standard isolation of fungal endophytes from chilli plants without human or animal subjects.
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