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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 article holds significant scientific value for the research community in the fields of crop production, phytopathology, and integrated plant protection. It demonstrates the variability of pathogenic potential among local Fusarium sp. strains on an important tomato variety and evaluates the effectiveness of biological and plant-based control agents, such as Trichoderma sp. and Ocimum gratissimum extracts. The study provides practically relevant information on alternatives to synthetic fungicides, which is particularly important for sustainable agricultural development in African countries such as Burkina Faso. Furthermore, the work contributes to a deeper understanding of the interactions between pathogens and biocontrol agents, potentially stimulating further research in the field of biological plant protection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	In my opinion, the title of the article fully reflects the material covered and discussed, and does not require any additional corrections or clarifications.
	

	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 of the article is quite informative and clearly presents the main objectives, methods, results, and conclusions of the study. It includes key data on the pathogenicity of different Fusarium sp. strains, as well as the effectiveness of aqueous extracts, essential oils, and Trichoderma sp. in inhibiting mycelial growth and reducing seed contamination, allowing readers to quickly grasp the core findings. Additionally, the abstract highlights both chemical and biological approaches to disease control, providing a comprehensive view of the study’s scope. However, it may be beneficial to include a brief note emphasizing the practical significance of the results for sustainable management of tomato fusariosis in Burkina Faso, as well as their potential as alternatives to synthetic fungicides. While this is mentioned in the abstract, it would be valuable if the authors could more explicitly highlight this alternative and its importance. Such additional information would underscore the applied aspect of the research and its relevance for both the scientific community and local producers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The presentation of the material is logical and coherent, with relevant references to related studies. The writing style demonstrates all the characteristics of academic writing, adhering to appropriate stylistic conventions and using current, field-specific terminology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The list of references is sufficient and contains mostly recent and relevant publications that reflect the current state of the investigated topic. However, it could be further expanded by including sources cited by the authors in response to the suggestions presented in the "Optional/General comments" section, as well as through a careful review of the article text to identify areas where additional references could support specific statements. Such additions would further strengthen the scientific foundation of the work and enhance its credibility and comprehensiveness. Check the existing references for the presence of DOI identifiers and add them to improve accessibility and navigation for potential interested readers.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In my opinion, yes. However, since I am not a native English speaker, I cannot consider myself an expert in this section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. If possible, add a brief context regarding the economic importance of tomato production for agriculture in Burkina Faso in the Introduction. This could also allow for expanding the reference list with more recent sources.

2. Clarify more explicitly why the Cobra F1 variety was chosen for the study, including its specific characteristics – advantages or disadvantages compared to other commonly grown tomato varieties in Burkina Faso.

3. It would be useful for potential readers to provide an expanded description of the physiological races of Fusarium sp. and their relevance to pathogenicity.

4. To increase the informative value of the article, provide more details on the methodology for preparing Trichoderma sp. suspensions, ensuring reproducibility of results by other researchers.

5. Specify why the aqueous extract concentrations (25%, 50%, 75%) were selected.

6. Explain the rationale for choosing the essential oil concentrations (100, 150, 200 ppm).

7. In the provided text, section 2.2.4 “Seed disinfection” literally repeats the text from section 2.2.3 “In vitro evaluation of the antifungal activity of Trichoderma sp.” This is likely an error in manuscript preparation.

8. Clarify whether soil and environmental factors that could affect pathogenicity were considered.

9. It would be beneficial, if possible, to compare the results with similar studies conducted in Africa or worldwide, which would enhance the article’s argumentation and the relevance of the research.

10. Try to clarify the statistical methods more explicitly: why ANOVA and Duncan’s test were chosen and their suitability for the data.
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