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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The manuscript "Characterization And In Vitro Biocontrol Of The Agent Responsible For Dry Rot Of Tomato Using Biopesticides Based On Bacillus Thuringiensis And Plant Extracts" identifies Lasidiplodia theobromae as the pathogen and evaluates biopesticides like garlic extract and oils against it in vitro.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title accurately reflects the study's focus on pathogen characterization and in vitro biocontrol using specific biopesticides. No alternative suggested, as it is concise and informative.
	

	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 comprehensively summarizes aims, methods, key results (e.g., L. theobromae identification, inhibition rates like 72.57% for carapa oil), and conclusions. It could briefly mention study locations (Didivi, Kongoue-Kouadiokro, Subiakro) for context, but no major additions or deletions needed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with proper isolation methods, molecular identification (ITS sequencing, 98-99% similarity to L. theobromae), and statistical analysis (ANOVA, Tukey's HSD). Macroscopic/microscopic descriptions match literature (e.g., cottony mycelium turning black), and inhibition calculations follow standard formulas. Minor concern: Confirm if all p-values (e.g., p=0.217 for garlic vs.
mancozeb) align with raw data tables, as snippets suggest consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	References are sufficient (e.g., FAO 2021, recent studies like Kon et al. 2025), recent, and relevant to tomato pathology, biopesticides, and L. theobromae. Suggest adding 1-2 on field efficacy of garlic extracts for
biopesticides (e.g., recent trials post-2023) to strengthen the discussion.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English is suitable for scholarly communication, though some awkward phrasing exists (e.g., "Launched to characterize" could be "Aimed to characterize"; minor typos like "Lasisioplodia"). Proofreading recommended for fluency, but does not impede understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments
	[bookmark: _Hlk171333471]Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Sharma, R., Chauhan, A., & Shirkot, C. K. (2015). Characterization of plant growth promoting Bacillus strains and their potential as crop protectants against Phytophthora capsici in tomato. Biological Agriculture & Horticulture, 31(4), 230-244.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01448765.2015.1009860 

Kefi, A., Slimene, I. B., Karkouch, I., Rihouey, C., Azaeiz, S., Bejaoui, M., ... & Limam, F. (2015). Characterization of endophytic Bacillus strains from tomato plants (Lycopersicon esculentum) displaying antifungal activity against Botrytis cinerea Pers. World Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology, 31(12), 1967-1976.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-015-1943-x 













	










	


	The manuscript requires minor corrections for polish, clarity, and completeness before acceptance. These focus on language, minor content additions, and verification, aligned with the peer review form's criteria.

Revise awkward phrasing and typos throughout, such as "Launched to characterize" to "Aimed to characterize" in the abstract, and "Lasisioplodia" to "Lasiodiplodia" in results. Improve fluency in sentences like "This virulent, cosmopolitan, polyphagous, and opportunistic pathogen attacks crops and trees" by breaking into shorter clauses for readability. Conduct full proofreading to ensure scholarly English standard.
Add study locations (Didivi, Kongoue-Kouadiokro, Subiakro) and duration (August 2022–June 2023) for context, e.g., "in central Côte d'Ivoire sites." No deletions needed, but tighten repetitive results phrasing on inhibition rates.
Confirm p-values (e.g., p=0.217 garlic vs. mancozeb; P=0.001 treatments) match raw data/tables, as summaries suggest consistency but visuals (Figs. 5-6) should align precisely. Expand discussion with 1-2 recent field trial references on garlic extracts post-2023 for biopesticide efficacy.
Standardize species names (e.g., "Lasiodiplodia theobromae" consistently italicized), table captions (e.g., Table 1 concentrations clear), and figure labels (e.g., Fig. 4 phylogenetic tree). Ensure all references follow journal style (e.g., DOIs uniform).
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
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