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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study provides a valuable and thorough investigation into the diversity, detection, and pathogenicity of seed-borne fungi associated with soybean seeds under different treatment regimes. Given the global significance of soybean as an oilseed and protein crop, such research is vital for ensuring seed quality, disease-free propagation, and crop productivity. The dual use of agar plate and blotter paper methods strengthens the methodological robustness. Moreover, the inclusion of molecular identification of Fusarium proliferatum adds depth to the findings and enhances the manuscript’s utility for researchers in plant pathology and seed health.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and aligns well with the content of the manuscript. No changes required.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from mentioning the total number of fungi isolated (13) and briefly noting the dual methods used for detection. 
Suggested Edit: '...A total of thirteen fungal species were isolated using both agar plate and blotter paper methods, with Fusarium proliferatum, Colletotrichum truncatum, and Alternaria alternata being most prevalent…'


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate, methods are well-described and results are clearly presented with supporting tables and figures. 
The comparative analysis of sterilized and unsterilized seeds, molecular confirmation of F. proliferatum, and pathogenicity testing strengthen the reliability of conclusions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include recent studies up to 2021. 
A few recent papers from 2022–2023 could further strengthen the discussion on molecular diagnostics and seed health surveillance. 

Suggested additions:


- Ghimire, B., et al. (2022). “Seed-borne fungal pathogens of soybean: detection and management.” Crop Protection.


- Sharma, R., et al. (2023). “Advances in molecular diagnostics for plant pathogens.” Frontiers in Microbiology.


	

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


	Mostly Yes. 

The manuscript is generally well-written and understandable, but it would benefit from minor grammatical polishing and sentence restructuring in the introduction and discussion for improved readability. 
Recommend a language check by a native English speaker or language editor prior to publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are well-labeled and informative. Inclusion of both morphological and molecular identification increases reliability.
 The discussion successfully contextualizes the findings with previous literature. 
The conclusion could briefly mention potential for biocontrol (e.g., Trichoderma sp.) as a future direction.

Scientifically valid, methodologically sound, and contributes to the field. Minor revision needed for English editing and abstract clarity.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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