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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 is significant to the scientific community as it addresses the pressing issue of black pod rot in cocoa production, a major threat to global cocoa yield. By evaluating the efficacy of plant-based biofungicides (NECO and ASTOUN) alongside a synthetic fungicide (Callomil super), the study provides valuable insights into sustainable alternatives to chemical pesticides. The research is particularly important for regions like Côte d'Ivoire, where cocoa is a key economic driver and the use of harmful pesticides poses risks to both human health and the environment. Furthermore, the study's findings may guide future integrated pest management strategies, offering a promising pathway for more eco-friendly cocoa farming practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Comparative Efficacy of Biofungicides (NECO and ASTOUN) and Synthetic Fungicide Against Black Pod Rot of Cocoa Caused by Phytophthora palmivora in Côte d'Ivoire," is quite informative and appropriate, as it clearly conveys the focus of the study and the comparison being made between biofungicides and synthetic fungicides.
	

	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 in the article is generally comprehensive, but it can be improved by adding a few points:
Clarify the significance of the findings: Emphasizing the environmental and economic impact of using biofungicides as an alternative to synthetic fungicides.

Highlight health and environmental effects: There should be a stronger focus on the concerns regarding synthetic pesticides and their effects on the environment and public health.

Mention climatic factors: A brief reference to how climatic factors influenced the results could add context.

Suggested Revision:

"Evaluation of the efficacy of biofungicides (NECO and ASTOUN) compared to the synthetic fungicide Callomil super for managing black pod rot in cocoa in Côte d'Ivoire. Significant differences were observed in the effectiveness of treatments over two years, with biofungicides proving more effective in controlling the disease. The study highlights the importance of finding eco-friendly and healthy alternatives to chemical pesticides and confirms the impact of climatic factors on disease progression, contributing to sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows an appropriate experimental design, using biofungicides (NECO and ASTOUN) and the synthetic fungicide (Callomil super) to compare their efficacy in controlling black pod rot. The statistical analysis using ANOVA and the Newman-Keuls test was applied correctly. The manuscript also discusses the impact of climatic factors on disease progression and is supported by previous studies that back the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are adequate but could be improved by adding more recent references. Some of the references are outdated and may not reflect the latest developments in biofungicide efficacy or disease management. It is recommended to add references from 2022-2025 that focus on recent field trials with biofungicides or genetic resistance in cocoa.
	

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


	The language in the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	While the manuscript does not raise any immediate ethical concerns, explicitly addressing informed consent, ethical approval, participant safety, confidentiality, and conflicts of interest will strengthen the ethical integrity of the study. These details are essential for compliance with ethical guidelines in human research.
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