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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.


	The article was perfectly designed and well informative. At present, for the scientific community, this article contributes significant importance. As per the data shown, nowadays intensive farming practices and the use of pesticides and herbicides may cause the loss of soil microorganisms, which can affect plant growth. This article highlights the diversity of fungal species present in the agricultural field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, perfectly fine.
	

	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 of the article is well written and clear. However, the word "method" is repeated, and using alternative wording could improve the strength and readability of the abstract. For example, the sentence “In a survey of three different farms in Chaturbhata village of Sagar district, three soil samples were examined by the serial dilution method. The result showed that 19 species were isolated by the agar plate method.” can be improved by replacing the repeated word.

A possible revision could be: “In a survey of three different farms in Chaturbhata village of Sagar district, three soil samples were analyzed using the serial dilution technique. The results revealed that 19 fungal species were isolated through the agar plate method.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed in the article are generally appropriate and well selected. However, some references cited within the main text are missing from the reference section. These include: Geitmann and Roberson (2020), Yuvaraj and Ramasammy (2020), Vimal et al. (2020), Lewis and Lowenfels (2010), Singh (2022), Varma P. (2022), and Uthyasooriyan (2016). It is recommended that these references be properly included in the reference section to maintain consistency and accuracy in citation.
2. Guleri . s not mentioned in the main tect but they mentioned in the refrence part
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The authors mentioned that the serial dilution technique was used; however, only one concentration is reported in the methodology. The other concentrations used during the dilution process were not clearly described. Providing complete information on all dilution concentrations would improve clarity and reproducibility of the study.

  In the table, the phylum of the fungal species is included. For better taxonomic understanding, the authors could also include the family level classification. Based on the listed fungal species, they belong to approximately five different families, and mentioning these families would strengthen the taxonomic presentation of the results.

  The species Mucor hiemalis is not classified under the phylum Ascomycota. It belongs to the kingdom Fungi and the phylum Mucoromycota. Therefore, the classification should be corrected accordingly (https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC9330918/#:~:text=A%20list%20is%20given%20of,in%20plastic%20degradation%20by%20fungi.)


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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