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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 studies the antifungal activity of essential oils from different aromatic plants against plant pathogenic fungi. The findings show that these natural oils can strongly inhibit fungal growth. This research is useful because it suggests eco-friendly alternatives to chemical fungicides. It may help in developing safer plant disease control methods in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the content of the study. However, it is slightly long.
“In vitro Antifungal Activity of Essential Oils from Selected Aromatic Plants Against Pseudocercospora fijiensis and Lasiodiplodia theobromae.”
	

	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 explains the aim, methods, and main findings of the study. However, it can be improved by adding a brief sentence about the significance of the results. The incubation time and percentage inhibition results could also be mentioned more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a scientific structure with introduction, methods, results, and discussion. The experimental procedures and results are generally clear. However, some explanations in the discussion could be improved and written more precisely.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a good number of references related to essential oils and antifungal activity. However, some references are old, and adding a few recent studies (last 5 years) would strengthen the literature support.

	

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


	The English is understandable, but several grammatical errors and sentence structure issues are present. The manuscript would benefit from professional language editing to improve clarity and readability
Few examples are noted here:

“The first three plant materials were harvested each morning before 7 hours 30 minutes in areas with little traffic ”  to be changed as  “The first three plant materials were harvested each morning before 7:30 a.m. in areas with little human activity.”

“The collected essential oil was placed in a tightly sealed glass bottle and stored in the refrigerator”    to be changed as  ““The collected essential oil was stored in tightly sealed glass bottles and kept under refrigeration.”

“Essential oils are plant extracts and fragrances also known as liquid aromatic organic substances”  to be changed as    “Essential oils are aromatic plant extracts composed of volatile organic compounds.”

“Comparing the four essential oils with each other, it appears that these oils are very effective in that they could be used as biopesticides.”  to be changed as  “A comparison of the four essential oils indicates that they are highly effective and may have potential as biopesticides.”


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is interesting and relevant for developing plant-based antifungal agents. The experimental results are promising. However, the manuscript should be revised for language, clarity, and better presentation of results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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