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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides region-specific evidence on the antagonistic potential of native Trichoderma isolates against two major soil-borne pathogens of tomato, Fusarium oxysporum and Sclerotium rolfsii. By comparing direct and indirect antagonism mechanisms, the study improves understanding of how different Trichoderma strains suppress pathogen growth under controlled conditions. The identification of highly effective local strains contributes valuable information for the development of environmentally sustainable biocontrol strategies. Overall, the findings support reduced reliance on chemical fungicides and strengthen the scientific basis for biological disease management in vegetable production systems, particularly in tropical agro-ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable, but it is somewhat broad and does not clearly emphasize the in vitro nature, and specific pathogens (soil born) studied. Refining the title would improve clarity and scientific precision.
	

	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.


	comprehensive and informative
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct overall. The experimental design, including the use of direct (dual culture) and indirect (volatile-mediated) confrontation assays, is appropriate and widely accepted for evaluating in vitro antagonistic activity of Trichoderma spp. against soil-borne fungal pathogens.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the current references in the manuscript provide a basic background and support for your work, but they could be expanded and strengthened with more recent and relevant literature, especially from 2023–2025 addressing Trichoderma biocontrol against Fusarium oxysporum and Sclerotium rolfsii, as well as developments in formulation and mechanisms of action.
· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Sharma, S., Chouhan, A., Dubey, A. K., Mishra, N., … & Deshmukh, M. (2025). Evaluation of Trichoderma Isolates for Management of Soybean Anthracnose Caused by Colletotrichum truncatum. Journal of Experimental Agriculture International, 47(11), 369–377.

· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Chouhan, A., Sharma, S., Ramakrishnan, R. S., Sharma, R., Jhariya, R., & Dubey, A. (2025). In-Vitro Efficacy of Fungicides Against Colletotrichum truncatum Causing Anthracnose of Soybean. Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology, 28(10), 1133–1141.

· Khare, A. K., Kumar, A., Chouhan, A., Sharma, R., Namdeo, P., Dubey, R. K., … & Laha, D. (2025). Morphological Characterization of Colletotrichum truncatum from Diverse Agro-climatic Zones of Madhya Pradesh, India. Journal of Scientific Research and Reports, 31(10), 733–744.
	

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


	The scientific content of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, but the English language quality requires moderate revision before publication. The manuscript is generally understandable; however, it contains grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent terminology, and minor spelling mistakes that may affect clarity and readability for an international audience.
 Some expressions appear to be direct translations and should be replaced with more conventional scientific English (e.g., “height antagonistic” → highly antagonistic; “remote confrontation” → indirect confrontation).
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