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	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.


	This research tackles the major problem of banana spoilage after harvest, caused by the fungus Colletotrichum musae. It proposes a green solution: using natural compounds from microalgae and eco-friendly nanoparticles instead of harmful chemical sprays.

The study uses advanced computer modelling to understand exactly how these natural treatments fight the fungus. This work could lead to new, sustainable ways to protect bananas and is especially useful for countries where banana farming is a key part of the economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good; it clearly describes what the study did (docking and dynamics) and what it focused on (compounds from Nannochloropsis oculata against C. musae).

A shorter title like "Docking and Dynamics of Nannochloropsis oculata Compounds Targeting Colletotrichum musae" can be considered.
	

	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 is comprehensive and outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and significance. However, a minor grammatical error was observed – ‘compound shoes’ should be ‘compounds show’. Also including the docking binding energy ranges in the abstract could further strengthen its appeal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear methodologies and appropriate statistical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and relevant with most from 2020–2024.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires moderate grammatical editing. The discussion section could be made more concise by reducing repetitive statements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the in-text citations, 'et al.' has not been italicized at many places.
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