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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.


	· The manuscript addresses a critical issue in maize farming: the infestation of Striga hermonthica and its impact on crop production. 

· Given the economic importance of maize and the challenges posed by Striga, this study provides valuable insights into farmers’ perceptions and management strategies.
· The findings contribute to understanding the adoption rates of different Striga control technologies and the socio-economic factors influencing these decisions.
· The research emphasizes the need for more training programs to enhance farmers’ ability to combat Striga, making it highly relevant for policymakers and agricultural extension services.
The study is highly relevant and provides valuable insights into Striga management. However, the discussion could benefit from a clearer link between the findings and their practical implications. Consider adding a section discussing specific policy recommendations or training programs.

· 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is appropriate and reflects the scope of the study.

· However, for better clarity, consider rewording it to: Farmers' Perceptions and Management Strategies for Striga in Maize Farming: A Regional Survey.
The title is clear and relevant, but the suggested modification could improve readability and precision. Consider whether the revised title better aligns with the study’s focus.


	

	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 provides an overview of the study but needs slight improvements in structure.

· It would be beneficial to clearly outline the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions in separate sentences.

· The percentages and numbers used to describe results should be synthesized for better readability.

· Consider explicitly mentioning the implications of the findings for agricultural policy and farmer training programs.

The abstract is informative but could be structured more clearly. Ensure that each section (Objectives, Methodology, Results, Conclusion) is distinct, and simplify numerical data for better readability. Also, highlight the broader implications of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a well-defined methodology and logical data analysis.

· However, the discussion section should incorporate a more detailed comparison with previous studies to strengthen the argument.

· Some statements regarding Striga control methods need references to support them.

The study is methodologically strong, but the discussion should include a more thorough comparison with existing literature. Adding references to support statements about Striga control methods will further strengthen the scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The manuscript contains a comprehensive reference list, but some citations need formatting corrections. Ensure consistency in referencing style.

· Additional references on integrated Striga management strategies and recent studies on farmer adoption of control methods would enhance the discussion
The references are extensive, but some require formatting corrections. Including more recent studies on Striga control and technology adoption would strengthen the literature review.


	

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


	· The manuscript is written in clear English, but there are some grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that should be corrected.

· Certain sentences are too long and could be broken down for better readability.

The language is generally clear, but a thorough proofreading is needed to correct grammatical errors and improve sentence structure. Shortening long sentences will enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The figures and tables are well-structured, but a clearer description of the data in the text is needed.

· The study does an excellent job of presenting data but could benefit from a brief discussion on cost-effectiveness and practical feasibility of the recommended Striga control methods.

· It would be useful to discuss the role of governmental and non-governmental organizations in disseminating Striga management technologies.

The data presentation is strong, but the interpretation in the text should be more detailed. Additionally, discussing cost-effectiveness and the role of institutions in technology dissemination would improve the practical relevance of the study

Final Recommendation: Major Revision
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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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