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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript addresses the diversity and occurrence of pathogenic and non-pathogenic fungi on agroforestry trees in Eritrea. The study is significant because it documents fungal diseases in a region where very limited information is available, providing a valuable baseline for future research, forest management, and agricultural planning. It also highlights potential threats to agroforestry systems and their ecological and economic implications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear, informative, and directly reflects the scope of the work. It does not require modification.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study. However, it is slightly lengthy and could be shortened to emphasize the main findings (9 diseases and 20 fungal species) rather than repeating background information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

	The study is scientifically sound and methodologically adequate. Sampling and identification methods are clearly presented. However, the absence of molecular confirmation (e.g., PCR, sequencing) limits the precision of fungal identification. This limitation should be acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	References are mostly sufficient and include both classical and some recent works. However, more updated references (post-2020) on molecular plant pathology and fungal biodiversity should be incorporated to strengthen the discussion.
	

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

	The English language is understandable but verbose, with frequent redundancies and some grammatical errors. A professional language editing is strongly recommended to meet scholarly publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The introduction is informative but too long and somewhat repetitive; it should be shortened and more focused.

The results are very detailed, but the presentation (especially Table 1) could be simplified and reorganized for better readability.

Figures are numerous but require improved quality and clearer labeling.

The discussion section should focus more on analyzing the ecological/epidemiological significance of the findings instead of detailed morphological descriptions.


	






	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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