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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 study recognizes the global and national importance of black pepper. Despite its economic, nutritional, and health value, the crop’s domestic (in Côte d’Ivoire) output has dropped in recent years because of disease (pathogens) attacks, which have lowered yields and pushed up import dependence. Although chemical fungicides have been the conventional management approach, issues such as fungicide resistance and health concerns arising from pesticide residues have renewed interest in biofungicides. To address this challenge, the researchers tested several concentrations of both synthetic and biological fungicides under laboratory conditions and recorded their effects. Among the treatments, two formulations; Lippia multiflora essential oil and the (Thymol–Gamma terpinene–Eugenol) NECO, showed the best performance for the biofungicides and has been proposed for field trials.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate 
	

	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 needs some rework.

1. The aim ‘section’ of the abstract might probably be better placed/renamed ‘background’
2. The ‘study design’ section of the abstract might better classify as ‘aim’
3. The methodology section of the abstract needs to be reconstructed to flow more smoothly
4. The consecutive usage of the phrase ‘in contrast’ in sentence 3 and 4 under the results section of the abstract could be varied to improve smoother flow
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is scientifically sound.
1. Good problem statement

2. Appropriate methods

3. Results are in order. Tables 8 and 9 under the results section is appropriate but the authors may explore options if possible to make them less ambiguous. For the synthetic fungicides (labelled, T in the tables), their recommended doses are known, for the bio-fungicides (labelled, D in the tables) formulations their recommended doses are not known. So giving a heading of (T1 or D1) is technically correct, but if its possible the authors could take note to make the table easier to follow. 
4. Also bars in figures 3 and 4 could do just fine without the ‘graphics/color component’

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There few instances intext citations without bibliographic references
Example: Mbaye et al., 2008 was cited intext but bibliographic reference was not provided

                Nana-Doumbouya et al., 2023 was cited intext but bibliographic reference was not provided 
	

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


	The language is suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Chemical control has a frequency of one at the keywords section, yet it was provided in the list of keywords. That should be corrected.
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