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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 manuscript provides crucial baseline data on the diversity and distribution of soil-borne fungi in the agricultural fields of Sagar District, Madhya Pradesh—a region with limited prior mycological studies. By identifying 19 fungal species, including both beneficial and pathogenic genera, it contributes valuable information to the fields of soil microbiology and sustainable agriculture. The findings underscore the ecological roles of these fungi in nutrient cycling and plant health, offering insights that can aid in developing strategies for soil-borne disease management and improved crop productivity. This work serves as a foundational reference for future research on soil mycoflora in similar agro-ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the study's focus. However, it could be made more specific. A suggested alternative is: "Diversity and Distribution of Soil-Borne Fungi in Agricultural Fields of Chaturbhata Village, Sagar District, Madhya Pradesh."
	

	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 comprehensive but can be improved. It should explicitly mention the total number of species isolated (19) and the key genera identified. Additionally, it should briefly state the main findings, such as the dominance of Aspergillus niger and the presence of pathogenic species like Fusarium. A concise mention of the implications for soil health and sustainable agriculture would strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its methodology and conclusions. However, there is a minor error: in Table 1 and Figure 3(Q-S), "FOC" is listed without explanation (it likely refers to Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense, but this should be clarified). Additionally, the statement "Rhizopus stolonifera and Mucor hiemalis... was the second most frequent fungal species" is grammatically inconsistent and should be rephrased for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but include several outdated sources (e.g., Gilman, 1998; Barnett, 1965). To enhance relevance, consider adding more recent reviews or studies on soil fungal diversity and metagenomics, such as:

· Tedersoo, L., et al. (2014). "Global diversity and geography of soil fungi." Science.

· Nguyen, N. H., et al. (2016). "How informative is the fungal internal transcribed spacer (ITS) region for species-level diversity estimation?" Molecular Ecology.

· Hawksworth, D. L., & Lücking, R. (2017). "Fungal diversity revisited: 2.2 to 3.8 million species." Microbiology Spectrum.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor editing for grammar and fluency. For example:

· "Fungi are classified as kingdom Myceteae have a global distribution" should be "Fungi, classified under the kingdom Myceteae, have a global distribution."

· Informal phrases like "a wide variety of fungi are found" could be refined to "soil harbors a diverse assemblage of fungi."
A thorough proofreading is recommended to ensure precision and adherence to academic writing standards.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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