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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 addresses an important topic, the use of plant based bioherbicides as an alternative to glyphosate in smallholder systems and presents field data from a real production context in Côte d’Ivoire. The work has value for sustainable weed management and for researchers interested in locally sourced inputs. However, it could be better positioned by more clearly highlighting how the results can be transferred to other cropping systems and regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the main content and key species quite well. However, it could be better if slightly shortened and corrected for small language issues, for example: “Spectrum of action of a natural herbicide based on cocoa juice and papaya leaf extract on a fallow plot in Daloa, Côte d’Ivoire.”
	

	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 presents the aim, basic methods and main findings, including the effective dose and the partial regrowth of weeds. However, it could be better if the sentences are simplified, grammatical errors corrected, and the experimental design and key numerical results (dose, mortality, time points) stated more clearly and consistently.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The general experimental design, with a randomized complete block, several doses, a reference herbicide and a control, is scientifically acceptable and the statistical approach using ANOVA and Tukey tests is appropriate. However, it could be better if the description of doses, units, rating scales, and criteria for “acceptable efficacy” are clarified, and if the discussion more explicitly links the numerical results to the stated objectives and limitations of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited literature is mostly relevant to weeds, herbicides, and bioherbicides, and includes several useful regional and international sources. However, it could be better if a few more recent references on plant based bioherbicides and on glyphosate reduction strategies are added, and if the reference list is checked carefully for consistency in style, dates, and formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and the main message can be followed. However, it could be better written; there are frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrases, shifts between French and English, and inconsistent use of decimals and units, so a thorough language revision by a proficient English speaker is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is promising and the data are interesting for practical weed management. However, it could be better organized, with clearer subsections, non duplicated figures, fully English figure captions, and a more concise conclusion that separates key findings from recommendations and future work; careful technical and language editing will significantly improve the overall quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns were identified, though a formal ethics review may provide further assurance.
	


Reviewer details:

Iqtiar Md Siddique, The University of Texas, USA
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

