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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.


	The following manuscript is important for scientific community as this manuscript is focused on managing a destructive pathogen of cowpea, Rhizoctonia solani by using sustainable alternatives instead of synthetic fungicides. This approach supports integrated disease management and laid a foundation for future field-level applications and formulation development.
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	Antifungal Potential of Soapnut Saponins as a Sustainable Alternative for Managing Cowpea Web Blight: An In-vitro Evaluation
	

	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.
	Abstract should be concise. the author is advised to focus on the main objective of the study, the essential methods (pathogen isolation, extracts, and concentrations used), the key numerical result (maximum inhibition of 68.8%), and a clear concluding statement. Detailed descriptions of extraction procedures and other non-essential information should be avoided in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its experimental approach and results support the conclusions. However, improvements in data presentation, statistical analysis, methodological clarity, and consistency in reporting are required to strengthen its validity.
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	Yes, the references are recent but it would be better to add more recent studies (last 5 years) to reflect the current state of research. 
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	The content and structure are both appropriate for scholarly communication. However, the English language requires substantial improvement to address frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and occasional lack of clarity. Careful editing by a fluent academic English speaker is recommended to enhance readability and overall presentation.
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