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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.


	Good piece of work. However the Trichoderma sp. Would need proper identification with the specific epithet included. The use of biochemical substances in agriculture is eco-friendly as they help to build up soil carbon which could be an alternative measure to sequester carbon and clean the Earth’s biosphere. The work has the potential for contribute sustainably to the UN sustainable goals of improve health, poverty alleviation and to roll back hunger.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The species should be fully identified and the use of potential revised. It does not fit in the title.
	

	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.


	Please revise the use of the word alone, incorporate your materials and methods briefly and conclude the abstract with a conclusive statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experiment was well designed. However, there is need the outline how the growth and yield parameters were recoded. Referencing has been pporly done, generally.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, work in the discussion sections and introduction citing recent authors. The discussion is poor, if not absent.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please, your manuscript has a great potential in science, the study was well designed. However, take time to work on the title, species identification, beef up the introduction and discussions and also add in the sections of materials and methods how you collected data on the growth and yield parameters. 
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