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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study is important because it highlights on the diversity of Solanum aethiopicum in Burkina Faso that was missing in literature. This will help breeders, and conservationists to do more research on this vegetable crop. How important is this crop to the economy of Burkina Faso?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but could be made shorter by shifting the word “Accessions” i.e., … Solanum aethiopicum Accessions …
	

	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.


	Abstract can be made shorter and clearer. Shorter sentences are always clearer. For statistical significance (p < 0.01) instead of "1% threshold could be more desirable. Justify why older versions of Genstat (2012) and XLstat (2014) were used instead of newer ones. The key results should be presented more quantitatively, particularly in terms of percentage differences among accessions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The selection criteria for accessions from the 13 provinces of Burkina Faso should be more clearly justified. How many provinces are in Burkina Faso and why those 13 were preferred? More details are needed regarding the experimental design, particularly the rationale for choosing the Fisher block design. Is it randomized complete block design with three replications” OR “device in blocks of Fisher completely randomized to three repetitions. The manuscript should specify why Genstat 2012 and XLstat 7.1 (2014) were used instead of more recent versions. The study does not discuss potential environmental factors that may have influenced morphological traits.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant but need updates with more recent studies (preferably post-2020) on Solanum aethiopicum. FAOSTAT (2021) is cited but not included in the references.


	

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


	The author looks to be largely a French speaker. The English is weak in Burkina Faso and so in this article. Fig 1 has a mix of French and English languages. There are grammatical and stylist errors to sort. Some sentences are too long and should be restructured for clarity. Technical terminology should be used consistently (e.g., "limbus" vs. "leaf blade"). Typographical errors and minor inconsistencies should be corrected (e.g., "4th" should be "fourth"). 

	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion should elaborate on the practical applications of the findings in breeding and agricultural policy in Burkina Faso or Africa in general.

I recommend this paper to be published if the author can refine the language, methodology, and citations. It has a solid contribution to the field.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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