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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into the morphological variability of Chrysophyllum albidum in Benin, highlighting the influence of soil types and phytogeographic conditions on its growth. The findings are crucial for conservation efforts, agroforestry, and breeding programs aimed at selecting elite morphotypes for sustainable use. Additionally, the study emphasizes the need for urgent conservation strategies to protect C. albidum from habitat destruction and overexploitation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Morphological variability and phytogeographic structures of Chrysophyllum albidum G. Don (Sapotaceae) in Benin)," is generally suitable but could be more concise and engaging. A more refined alternative could be:

"Morphological Diversity and Phytogeographic Patterns of Chrysophyllum albidum in Benin"

This title maintains clarity while emphasizing key aspects of the study.
	

	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.


	Your abstract is well-structured and provides a comprehensive summary of the study. However, here are some suggestions for improvement:

Clarify the Objective: The abstract states the aim as "to evaluate the morphological diversity of C. albidum populations in Benin to differentiate individuals and identify valuable morphotypes for conservation." It might be helpful to specify why conservation is important beyond vulnerability—perhaps mentioning genetic diversity or economic significance.

Expand on Methodology: While the abstract briefly mentions statistical analyses, it would be helpful to specify key statistical tools used (e.g., ANOVA, PCA) if applicable. This will enhance clarity regarding how variability was measured.

Strengthen the Findings: The results mention three morphotypes but do not quantify their frequency or significance. If possible, briefly highlight the extent of variability (e.g., percentage of variance explained by soil and climate factors).

Refine the Conclusion: The abstract suggests molecular genetic characterization for further research. You might add why this is necessary—e.g., to validate morphological classification, confirm genetic diversity, or support breeding programs.

Keywords Improvement: The keyword Phytodistrict is somewhat technical and might be replaced with Ecological zones or supplemented with Phenotypic variation for broader accessibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific correct, as it aligns its findings with prior research and uses established studies to support its conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is will good if there are recent and dditional reference
	

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


	The article demonstrates a good level of technical detail and organization for scholarly communication, but it could benefit from improvements in grammar, phrasing, and overall readability to meet higher standards for academic writing.
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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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