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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 study is important as it explores the diversity and pathogenicity of fungi causing postharvest rot in mangoes—a key tropical fruit. The findings are valuable for understanding local disease dynamics and can support better control strategies to reduce losses in Côte d’Ivoire and similar regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the main focus of the study.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is quite comprehensive and clearly presents the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the scope and significance of the study. However, if I may suggest, the authors could consider adding a brief sentence highlighting the practical implication or potential application of the findings, to further strengthen the impact of the abstract.

For example, a sentence like: “These findings may support the development of targeted postharvest disease management strategies for mango production in Côte d’Ivoire.”could be added at the end of the abstract to emphasize the practical relevance of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The authors have clearly defined the objectives, used standard and reliable methods for fungal isolation, identification (both morphological and molecular), and pathogenicity testing. Statistical analyses are relevant and properly applied to support the findings. The discussion is well-linked to previous literature and highlights the importance of postharvest management. Overall, the study contributes meaningful and applicable knowledge to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and up-to-date, supporting the manuscript appropriately
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This is a valuable and well-conducted study. The data are clearly presented and relevant to the field. Minor revisions, especially to the abstract, may further enhance the manuscript’s overall clarity
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