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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 holds notable importance for the scientific community as it explores wild mushrooms as a natural source of antisporulant compounds against major phytopathogenic fungi. The study aimed at identifying species with strong inhibitory activity and determining their minimum inhibitory concentrations and contributes to the search for eco-friendly alternatives to synthetic fungicides. Such findings not only advance our understanding of mushroom-derived bioactive metabolites but also open pathways for sustainable crop protection strategies, reducing reliance on chemical pesticides and supporting global efforts toward environmentally responsible agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the tittle is well suited to the manuscript.
	

	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 provides a substantial amount of detail, but it is too lengthy and repetitive, which reduces clarity and impact. The abstract should end with a statement on the broader implication of the findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its methodology and findings, but it requires minor corrections in data presentation, statistical clarity, and more results discussion of finding of this research with another research of same field. to meet the standards of publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are recent and sufficient. the manuscript cited latest studies published in 2025 
	

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


	The article is well suitable for scholarly communication, but it contains grammatical and typographical errors . it needs to be corrected before final acceptation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its overall design and execution, but several aspects need refinement.  Some of the suggestion for improvement:

1. The authors need to simply the tables as the table are too lengthy and did not present true finding of the paper. It should be present in form of graphical form.  Eg: percentage germination of the spores was observed to decrease with increasing dilution of the culture filtrate
2. The discussion section is too short and findings of the papers should be thoroughly discussed with other papers of the same field.

3. The conclusion section should clarify how the findings of the papers helped the future research and its potential application 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Ram Krishan, Government Degree College Kathua (J&K), India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

