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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 insight into the diversity of plant-based biopesticides used in the Sudanian zone of Burkina Faso, a region where organic farming is expanding but under-documented. The work contributes useful ethnobotanical and agronomic knowledge for sustainable pest management. The findings can support policy makers, researchers, and extension systems in promoting eco-friendly pest control strategies. Overall, the study strengthens regional data availability and fills a knowledge gap regarding farmer-level biopesticide practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but may overstate the depth of characterization. The study provides only descriptive inventory data rather than detailed characterization of all formulations.
Suggestion: 
“Inventory and Descriptive Assessment of Plant-Based Biopesticides Used in the Sudanian Zone of Burkina Faso.”
	

	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 summarizes the study well but requires better structure and clarity.
Recommended improvements:

· Briefly describe the statistical test used.

· Add a sentence explaining the significance or implication of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound, but several key aspects require major improvements:

1. Methodological Clarity:
· Survey design (sampling method, validation, reliability testing) is not explained.

· No information on how biopesticide formulations were verified — self-reporting may cause bias.

2. Data Presentation:
· Chi-square test assumptions are not checked or justified.
· Some biopesticide formulations appear similar; the authors may condense or better categorize them.

· Figures require improved labels and formatting to enhance interpretability.

3. Discussion:
· The discussion is informative but largely descriptive.

· A deeper comparison with related studies from West Africa would strengthen the analytical depth.

4. Conclusion:
· The conclusion is brief and should more clearly highlight the study’s contribution, limitations, and future directions.

Overall, while the study is valid, additional depth and clarity are needed to enhance scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant to the topic. However, adding a few more recent studies (2022–2024) on African or global biopesticide ethnobotany and organic farming would further strengthen the literature background. Ensure citation formatting follows the journal style consistently.
	

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


	The manuscript is well written, but several sentences require minor grammatical and syntactical corrections to improve readability. A light English-language editing pass is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a detailed conceptual framework to strengthen originality.

· Improve Figure 2 and Figure 3 with better labels and formatting.

· Add a “Limitations” section and describe potential biases in farmer reporting.

· The discussion section is currently descriptive and lacks critical depth.

· Conclusion should include practical implications and recommendations for future research.

The manuscript presents relevant findings with potential scientific value but requires major improvements in structure, clarity, methodological detail, and formatting before it can be considered for publication.
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