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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 provides a comprehensive evaluation of the cultural, morphological, and nutritional variability of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense, a major soil-borne pathogen threatening global banana production. By systematically identifying optimal solid and liquid media and key carbon, nitrogen, and sulphur sources, the study offers valuable baseline data for standardized in vitro research on this pathogen. The findings enhance understanding of the metabolic adaptability and survival strategies of F. oxysporum f. sp. cubense, which is essential for improving disease management and developing targeted control strategies. Overall, this work contributes important insights that support future physiological, molecular, and applied research aimed at mitigating Fusarium wilt in banana cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and scientifically relevant, but it can be refined for clarity, consistency, and journal style.
	

	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 and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and relevance of the study. It provides sufficient quantitative results on the performance of different media and nutrient sources, which helps convey the scientific value of the work. However, a few improvements could enhance clarity, balance, and alignment with international journal standards.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its concepts, methodology, and results. The study design—evaluating solid and liquid media, as well as carbon, nitrogen, and sulfur sources for Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense growth—is valid and aligns with standard mycological research. The results, such as Richard’s media supporting maximum growth and sucrose, potassium nitrate, and magnesium sulfate being the best nutrient sources, are plausible and consistent with known fungal nutrition studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	No, the language and English quality of the manuscript are not yet suitable for scholarly. While the scientific content is sound, the writing has grammar errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies that would make it hard for reviewers
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic, as Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense is a major pathogen of banana, and understanding its nutritional requirements is relevant for disease management. The experimental design is sound, evaluating both solid and liquid media as well as different carbon, nitrogen, and sulfur sources. The results are scientifically reasonable and provide useful insights into fungal growth preferences. However, the manuscript requires careful language editing, as grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent units (e.g., colony diameter in cm instead of mm) reduce readability. References are currently missing; including recent and relevant literature would strengthen the study. The discussion could also better link in vitro findings to practical applications, although the suggestion of targeting specific metabolic pathways is promising. Overall, the study has scientific merit, but revisions in language, formatting, and references are necessary before publication.
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