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	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.


	Overall, I think the study is addressing a significant research question and problem - The postharvest spoilage of Chrysophyllum albidum, an underutilized but nutritionally significant fruit widely consumed in West Africa. By exploring natural plant oils as alternatives to synthetic fungicides, the study aligns with the increasing demand for sustainable, eco-friendly plant disease management approaches. The findings contribute to the growing body of research on biological control of fruit rot pathogens and promote the potential use of essential oils for postharvest disease control.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	N/A
	

	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.


	Suggestions for Improvement:

· Avoid repetition (e.g., multiple mentions of "103 concentrations").

· Specify statistical significance or highlight key quantitative differences among the oils.

· Add one sentence summarizing the broader implications of the findings.

· Clarify grammar issues, e.g., “nutrient composition of infected [fruits] showed a reduction…” lacks clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound but has the following concerns and suggestions:

· Positive Aspects:

· Fungal identification and pathogenicity tests follow accepted procedures.

· Use of multiple concentrations and statistical analysis (ANOVA and LSD) strengthens reliability.

Concerns and suggestion:

· The use of “103” for concentrations is unconventional—should be written as “10³ mg/mL” or properly formatted scientific notation.

· Controls for solvent effects (ethanol) were not clearly described.

· No mention of replicates in some parts (e.g., oil extraction or inhibition assays)—should be explicitly stated.

· Glycine max is the scientific name for “Soybean”, not “Soya Bean”.
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	Some references lack full publication details (e.g., page numbers, complete titles).
	

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


	1. The manuscript requires moderate to substantial language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
2. Recommendation: Professional proofreading is advised. Sentence clarity, flow, and formatting (especially in the abstract, materials and methods, and results) need improvement.
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