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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 manuscript provides valuable information on the natural presence of entomopathogenic fungi associated with Coelaenomenodera lameensis, a major oil palm pest in Côte d'Ivoire.

It contributes to the understanding of potential biological control agents in tropical ecosystems, supporting the transition to sustainable and environmentally friendly pest management strategies. The study contributes to regional knowledge on fungal biodiversity that controls pests associated with oil palm cultivation. Its findings can serve as a basis for future studies on the pathogenicity and efficacy of biological control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative and accurately reflects the main focus of the article.
	

	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 summary is comprehensive and includes the study objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by shortening overly detailed numerical data and emphasizing the main findings and implications. The inclusion of specific fungal species is appropriate, but the section would benefit from a clearer concluding statement on the relevance of the results to biological control strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodological framework and appropriate data analysis. The experimental design and statistical treatment (ANOVA, LSD) are correctly applied and described. However, the discussion could better emphasize the comparison of the findings with previous biocontrol studies and the ecological mechanisms underlying fungal infection. Minor improvements in methodological precision are recommended (description of sample size, replication, etc.).
	

	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 include recent studies (up to 2025). Please check that the scientific names are spelled correctly and in italics.
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires moderate revision to achieve academic fluency and conciseness. Review of some paragraphs, misspelled scientific names, etc., is recommended.
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	Two photos with quality corrections have been added in case you wish to use them.
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