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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. The article is written on an interesting and important issue. The overall write up and 
contents are satisfactory for publication. 

2. The title and abstract are acceptable. Please add the numerical result of 
phylogenetic relationship of fungi isolates in the abstract. 

3. With synthesizing the past research, please establish your research gap.  
4. Please check the grammatical and spelling mistakes. 
5. Please add the name of the fungi isolates into the figure caption in Figure 1. Figure 

3 is not understood and was not in the article. Please present Phylogenetic tree of 
the fungal isolates in the PDF format. 

6. Authors should provide some recent references and provide an in-depth literature 
review. There are less description of the table and figures. Authors need s to 
describe all findings and compare with other published research. 

7. The paper did not incorporate the JABB template and did not follow the formatting, 
such as spacing, figure and table settings., some paragraph is unreadable such as 
1, 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3. 

 
8. Please include some numeric findings in conclusions. 
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