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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides robust field-based evidence on how integrated disease management strategies can reduce Fusarium wilt while improving onion productivity under wet-season conditions in West Africa. By jointly evaluating chemical and biopesticide treatments with different fertilization modes, the study advances understanding of the interactions between plant nutrition, phytosanitary practices, and soil-borne pathogen dynamics. The findings highlight the potential of combining neem-based biopesticides with compost and mineral fertilization as a sustainable alternative to conventional practices, contributing to agroecological intensification and reduced reliance on synthetic inputs. More broadly, the results offer transferable insights for managing Fusarium wilt in onion and other vegetable crops in similar tropical and subtropical production systems.
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	The title is suitable, but it is quite long and could be made clearer and more focused for a scientific audience.

An alternative can be: ”Integrated management of Fusarium wilt in onion through phytosanitary treatments and fertilization modes in Burkina Faso”
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	The abstract is comprehensive and contains all the essential elements expected in a scientific article (context, objective, methods, key results, and conclusion).
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	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct in terms of its overall design, analysis, and interpretation of results.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient in terms of number and range of application.
	

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


	The English level of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, and the scientific content is understandable to an international audience.
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