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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	Several aspects of this manuscript are significant for the scientific community, as they will add to the steadily accumulating knowledge on sustainable, environmentally friendly ways to manage soil-borne plant diseases. It may be concluded that the use of AMF could be promising as an effective biological agent to mitigate stress caused by Fusarium and enhance the chlorophyll content and nutrient uptake of A. hybridus. The results offer major insights into the role of AMF in improving disease tolerance, plant health, and nutrient efficiency when a pathogen is present. Moreover, the research suggests potential sustainable agricultural methods that could reduce reliance on costly, polluting chemical fungicides and improve vegetable crop production in nutrient-poor tropical soils.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	The title is generally suitable because it reflects the main variables, organisms, and treatments investigated in the study. However, it is somewhat lengthy and may be improved for clarity and scientific impact.

Suggested Title:

Mitigating Effects of Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi on Fusarium-Induced Stress in Amaranthus hybridus
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	There is some information provided in the abstract, particularly the aim, methodology, major findings, and conclusion of the study, but it is not detailed enough to be very helpful. But to improve readability and scientific presentation, it needs to be updated in its grammar, sentence structure, clarity, and conciseness.

Suggestion:

The abstract text will be formatted to enhance its quality and flow. The sentences are very long and repetitive; the major findings are not presented as clearly and concisely as they could be. Also, it is important to emphasize the role of AMF in reducing Fusarium-induced stress in Amaranthus hybridus to improve nutrient uptake.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	The manuscript is overall scientifically sound, as the study design, experimental treatments, statistical analysis, and the scientific interpretation of the results are mostly appropriate and supported by the literature. But there are certain areas where improvements are needed in scientific writing, explanations, and uniformity of terms and formatting.

Careful editing of language usage to make the science more readable and to ensure good grammar would be helpful for the manuscript. The discussion section needs to be shortened, identify more overlap and repetition, and make the mechanisms by which arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi affect disease resistance and nutrient uptake more robust. Also, the formatting of the tables and the consistency of the reference list need to be edited to conform to the journal's requirements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

The manuscript discusses a relevant topic in sustainable agriculture and biological disease management, namely the use of AM fungi to alleviate stress in Amaranthus hybridus caused by Fusarium spp. The experimental design and scientific approach are generally satisfactory; the study offers potentially valuable results that could be useful in plant pathology, soil microbiology, and sustainable crop production. But there are extensive language editing and formatting revisions needed before it can be considered for publication. The clarity, grammar, and organization of the abstract, introduction, tables, and discussion sections need improvement to meet the standards of a journal. Further, references should be consistent and conform to the journal style.
The manuscript contains a scientifically valuable and relevant study with updated supporting literature and an appropriate experimental design. The results can aid in the sustainable management of plant diseases and the use of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in plant production. Major changes are still needed in some aspects of grammar, scientific writing quality, organization, and table formatting, as well as in the clarity of the discussion prior to publication.

	




Reviewer details:

MC Wilson O. Decena, Central Bicol State University of Agriculture, Philippines

Page 2 of 3
V240326


