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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 can advance our understanding of Pseudocercospora fijiensis incidence and severity on different plantain cultivars Blas-Feuve Region of DR Congo. It can also help to evaluate plantain cultivars in the Bas-Fleuve Region well-suited to local conditions and also ensure sustainable production. Evaluating yield performance of different plantain cultivars helps identify high-yielding varieties and those with resistant capabilities, thereby improving overall production in the region. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable. 
	

	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.


	Author should add more flesh to the methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct.
	

	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 not too recent. 
	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. 
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	The article is a very good one. The author just need some adjustment and corrections.
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