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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 contributes valuable insights into the antifungal potential of Lippia alba essential oil, particularly against Aspergillus flavus strains isolated from peanut seeds in Senegal. Aflatoxin contamination is a major agricultural and public health issue, and the identification of eco-friendly biocontrol agents such as essential oils is of global relevance. The work adds regional data on the chemical composition of L. alba and its bioefficacy, supporting sustainable and safe alternatives to synthetic fungicides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is descriptive and clearly reflects the scope and objectives of the paper.
Suggestion (minor): You could simplify it slightly for readability:

Chemical Composition and Antifungal Efficacy of Lippia alba Essential Oil against Aspergillus flavus Isolates from Peanut Seeds in Senegal.

	

	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 effectively summarizes the objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it could be improved by:

· Shortening background information on aflatoxins.

· Including a clear concluding statement about the potential application of L. alba EO as a natural fungicide.

· Correct minor language issues (e.g., “naturally content” → “naturally contains”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study is scientifically sound, and the experimental design (GC-MS analysis, antifungal assays, and statistical evaluation) is appropriate. Data interpretation is logical and supported by literature.
Minor issues:
· Clarify replication details in the “Treatments and incubation” section (number of replicates per treatment).

· In “Statistical Analyses,” specify which package or function in R was used for ANOVA and post-hoc tests.

· Improve figure and table captions — some are repeated or duplicated.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Ensure all references are formatted uniformly according to journal style.

Some sources (e.g., [24]) are incomplete or contain non-standard formatting (“Travail de fin d’études”) — verify citation accuracy.


	

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


	The manuscript needs minor language editing to enhance clarity and fluency.
“Essential oils naturally content various biomolecules” → “Essential oils naturally contain various bioactive molecules.”

“The decrease begun after 10 days” → “The decrease began after 10 days.”
A professional proofreading pass is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in plant pathology and food safety; however, its presentation requires improvement. Figures and tables lack uniform formatting and contain duplicated or unclear captions, which affect readability and data interpretation. The discussion, while comprehensive, is overly descriptive and repeats information already presented in the results and introduction — it should be streamlined to emphasize novel findings and critical comparisons with previous studies. The conclusion, though generally sound, could better highlight the study’s limitations and the specific next steps required for practical application. Overall, the paper has scientific merit but needs stronger focus, tighter structure, and improved data presentation before it can be considered for publication.
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