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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 Black Sigatoka disease, one of the most destructive foliar diseases of banana worldwide, and evaluates both synthetic fungicides and plant-derived essential oils as potential management tools. The study is scientifically relevant because it contributes comparative in vitro data on the efficacy of conventional fungicides versus botanically derived alternatives, supporting current efforts toward sustainable and integrated disease management. The inclusion of essential oils from Ocimum gratissimum and Lippia multiflora is particularly valuable, as it aligns with global interest in reducing chemical fungicide dependence and mitigating resistance development. Moreover, the work provides region-specific evidence from Burkina Faso, enriching the limited data available for West African banana production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, clear, and informative, as it reflects the experimental approach (in vitro), the tested agents (fungicides and essential oils), and the target pathogen.
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and clearly states the background, objective, methodology, and key findings.  Briefly mention the measured parameters (mycelial growth, sporulation, and spore germination) explicitly. Add a short statement on the broader implication, such as potential application in integrated disease management. Minor language editing is advised to improve flow and precision (e.g., avoid repetition of “in vitro tests showed”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate, using factorial treatments, replicated assays, and standard methodologies for evaluating radial growth, sporulation, and germination. Statistical analyses are clearly described, and results are presented systematically. The discussion appropriately relates the findings to previous studies and provides plausible explanations for observed differences among treatments. The conclusions are consistent with the data and remain within the limits of in vitro experimentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and sufficient, covering fungicide efficacy, essential oils, and Black Sigatoka pathology. Several recent studies (2021–2023) are cited,
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but the manuscript requires moderate English editing. There are recurrent grammatical issues, inconsistent tense usage, and some awkward constructions. Professional language polishing is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and scientific tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important phytopathological problem, Black Sigatoka disease of banana, and presents relevant in vitro data on the comparative efficacy of synthetic fungicides and plant-derived essential oils. The topic fits well within the journal’s scope and responds to current scientific interest in sustainable and integrated disease management strategies. The experimental approach is generally sound, and the results indicate that Ocimum gratissimum essential oil could represent a promising complementary or alternative control option.

Before further consideration, the manuscript would benefit from moderate revision, particularly focused on improving the quality of English, standardizing terminology and abbreviations, and enhancing clarity in the Materials and Methods section. The authors are also encouraged to strengthen the abstract, clarify isolate identification, improve figure/table presentation, and include a formal declaration of competing interests. Finally, the discussion should more clearly highlight the limitations of in vitro studies and the necessity of greenhouse and field validation.
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