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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 phytopathological issue affecting green bean (Phaseolus vulgaris) production in West Africa, particularly in the Gourma province of Burkina Faso. By identifying major fungal pathogens using macroscopic and microscopic techniques, the study contributes valuable baseline data for regions where such information is limited or poorly documented. The findings are relevant for researchers, extension workers, and policymakers aiming to improve crop health management and food security. Overall, the study provides practical insights that may support the development of targeted disease management strategies in similar agro-ecological zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and methodology of the study. It appropriately mentions the crop species, the type of detection methods used, and the geographical location of the research.
	

	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 generally clear and well-structured, covering the background, objective, methods, main results, and conclusion. However, it could be slightly improved by:

· Briefly indicating the number of samples analyzed, if available.

· Adding a short statement on the practical implications of the findings (e.g., relevance for disease management or future research).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for fungal disease identification, and the use of PDA medium, incubation procedures, and macroscopic and microscopic identification keys is consistent with standard plant pathology practices. The results are clearly presented and logically discussed in relation to previous studies. Minor clarifications could be made in the Methods section regarding sampling intensity and experimental replication to enhance methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes a good balance of classical and recent studies. Most citations are relevant and support the discussion effectively. However, the authors may consider adding one or two recent (last 3–5 years) references on:

· Integrated management of fungal diseases in legumes, or

· Advances in fungal disease diagnostics in tropical agriculture.

This would further strengthen the literature grounding of the study.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scientific communication. However, there are minor grammatical issues, inconsistencies in tense usage, and some repetitive sentence structures. A careful English language revision or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor Revision

(The manuscript is scientifically sound but requires minor improvements in language quality and methodological clarity.)
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