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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.


	his manuscript addresses a critical issue of agricultural waste management by exploring the valorization of spent mushroom substrate (SMS). It provides a comprehensive nutrient profile of SMS from different Pleurotus species and demonstrates its potential as a slow-release fertilizer and source of biocontrol agents. The isolation and characterization of Burkholderia gladioli with significant antifungal activity against Rhizoctonia solani and Colletotrichum gloeosporioides adds valuable insights for sustainable plant disease management. The study supports circular economy principles and offers practical solutions for reducing synthetic fertilizer and pesticide use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the study's focus on nutrient profiling and biocontrol potential of SMS
	

	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 generally comprehensive. However, it could briefly mention the methodological approach for the biocontrol assay (e.g., dual culture method) and explicitly state the key finding that B. gladioli was isolated from P. ostreatus SMS.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodologies for nutrient analysis and microbial characterization are well-described and appropriate. Statistical analysis supports the findings. The results are clearly presented and discussed in the context of existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and include recent works (e.g., 2023, 2024). However, a few more recent studies on Burkholderia gladioli as a biocontrol agent could strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical errors and inconsistent capitalization (e.g., "material and methods") should be corrected
	

	Optional/General comments


	he manuscript is well-structured and presents valuable data. The inclusion of figures and tables enhances clarity. I recommend minor revisions to improve language flow and ensure all abbreviations are defined upon first use (e.g., SMS in the abstract).
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