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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 is very important, because yams are nutritious food that has many health benefits. In plant breeding, knowledge of agro-morphology in yams plants is needed to determine their diversity. With the agro-morphological data on yams plants, researchers can obtain cultivars that will be used as parents in new superior yams hybridization activities, so that they can increase the diversity of germplasm.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Agro-morphological diversity of the ‘Folou’ or ‘Flado’ farmers' variety group of yams in Burkina Faso


	

	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.


	At the beginning of the abstract, it is best to write a little about the benefits and uses of yams.

The sentence: There is therefore little agronomic variability among cultivars in this group. It is therefore necessary to develop initiatives to preserve this varietal group in view of its low diversity. 

Deleted and replaced with:

The length of the segment, the length of the tuber, and the number of tubers are very important in determining the results, so that tubers that have the characteristics of short stem segments, long tubers and a large number of tubers are very necessary for selecting parents in the tuber hybridization breeding program, so that they can create more diversity and high yields.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes..this manuscript is scientifically correct


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion, the references used are inadequate and not up to date.

Please also adjust the references in the manuscript with those in the bibliography. There are references in the bibliography, but they are not found in the manuscript. And vice versa.
Reference suggestions:
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes. The language quality of this article is suitable for scientific communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In the Introduction: It should be reviewed a little about the benefits or uses of this cassava plant.

In Materials and Methods: The origin of the plant is from 3 Provinces, but why in Table III, only 2 provinces are shown (Noumbiel and Siisili only), while Comoe Province is not listed.?

It should be stated what cultivars were used in this study.

In the Parameters measured: There are 14 quantitative properties described, but in the tables of analysis results, there are not up to 14 properties (only 12 properties).

In the discussion: If there is a significant and very significant difference, further analysis should be carried out with a test of differences between mean values ​​(for example the Duncan test), so that it can be known which cultivar is better.
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