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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important aspect of soybean production, namely the management of seed-borne fungal pathogens using biocontrol agents. Soybean is a globally significant oilseed and protein crop, and improving its seed health directly contributes to higher productivity and sustainable agriculture. The study demonstrates that Trichoderma harzianum (TH-11) is highly effective in suppressing multiple seed-borne fungi while enhancing germination and seedling vigour, thereby offering an eco-friendly alternative to chemical fungicides. These findings are valuable to the scientific community, plant pathologists, and seed technologists as they highlight practical strategies for disease management and sustainable crop improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative and reflects the study’s objectives. However, it could be slightly refined for conciseness:
“Effect of Biocontrol Agents on Seed-Borne Mycoflora and Seedling Vigour of Soybean (Glycine max (L.) Merrill)”
	

	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 it is somewhat lengthy and contains excessive methodological details. It could be improved by focusing more on the key findings and their implications, while reducing descriptions of methods. A shorter, result-oriented version would make it more impactful for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methods (dual culture, paper towel assay, and vigour index estimation) are standard and well-executed. Data are presented clearly with supporting tables and figures. The discussion appropriately integrates results with prior literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate, though some entries need formatting corrections (e.g., journal names italicized, accurate volume/issue numbers). The inclusion of more recent studies (past 2–3 years) on soybean seed pathology and biocontrol could further strengthen the background.
	

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


	The language is understandable and communicates the findings clearly. Minor grammatical adjustments and sentence streamlining (especially in the Introduction and Abstract) would improve readability and scholarly flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider merging the Results and Discussion for a more concise presentation.

Revise figure legends to be more self-explanatory.
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