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1. The use of isolates names like “YAU-Tri.sp4” and “DAR-Tri.sp” is inconsistent and ambiguous. A clear isolate naming system with linkage to their species (e.g., T. viride YAU4) should be adopted throughout the manuscript to avoid confusion.
2. The study refers to disease incidence and severity, but there is no clear description of how collar rot symptoms were scored or quantified. Specify whether a disease rating scale was used and define the parameters for "moderately susceptible" and "susceptible" categories.
3. Only ten tomato varieties were tested, and Red Diamond 115 was found to be moderately susceptible. The authors should clarify the genetic background or resistance traits (if known) of these varieties and justify their selection. Broader varietal screening would strengthen conclusions.
4. Although PCR-based identification was performed using species-specific primers, the absence of sequencing data or gel images limits confidence in the molecular confirmation of T. harzianum and T. viride. Sequencing or at least amplicon size confirmation should be presented.
5. All experiments appear to have been conducted under controlled conditions. Given the variability of S. rolfsii virulence in different soil types, climates and agroecosystems, the conclusion that YAU-Tri.sp4 is field-viable is premature without further validation.
6. The manuscript states that YAU-Tri.sp4 promoted tomato growth, but specific growth parameters (e.g., shoot length, root biomass, dry weight) and statistical significance are not reported. Such data are critical to substantiate claims of plant growth promotion.
7. The observed difference in pathogenicity among S. rolfsii isolates is interesting, especially the avirulence of SR7, but the manuscript does not explore possible biological or ecological explanations (e.g., genetic diversity, environmental origin). This discussion would add depth.
8. The conclusion suggests that YAU-Tri.sp4 could be used as a commercial biocontrol agent, but no formulation stability, shelf-life, or large-scale application strategies are discussed. These are critical for real-world applicability.
9. The manuscript contains several grammatical issues and awkward phrasing (e.g., “Red Diamond115 variety,” “showed the highest disease control ability”). A thorough language edit is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
10. The manuscript can be revised as per the given suggestions.
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