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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 provides significant insights into the ecological dynamics of agroecosystems in the Sudano-Sahelian zone of Relative Effect of Azadirachta indica (neem) on Public Health in Burkina Faso mainly staple crops (cowpea, millet and sorghum). Its findings are particularly important valuable to the scientific community, because they challenge the broadly accepted assumption that neem is uniformly beneficial in agroforestry, revealing instead its competitive effects that can significantly reduce crop productivity. By employing a gradient-based experimental design and analyzing key physiological parameters this study provides strong evidence of how neem ‘s shading and resource competition effects on plant growth and yield; Important findings for guiding sustainable land management and agroforestry practices in semi-arid regions where neem is commonly integrated into farming systems.
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	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 is usually clear and informative but it could be help from some minor improvements for a greater comprehensiveness and reader would be able to catch the detailed findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Some of the references cited were in the 90’s and 2000’s journals. It would be better if the author should cite related literature and studies of the recent or 10 years back journal for some recent literatures and studies.
	

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


	The manuscript establish in both English and scientific structure, but the language is not totally developed for use at a high level of scholarly discourse. There are some awkward phrasing or grammatical error, redundancy of choices of words. Some parts are overly informal for a scientific article. Using of inconsistent commas, semicolons, and parentheses, particularly in the tables and references. Minimal improvements of this manuscript is suggested.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript needs some minimal improvements and adjustment for better enhancement and scholarly article. A little bit improvement of the abstract, cite recent related literature and studies, improve some grammar and correct usage of the text. The conclusion is needs a little bit revision for a strong conclusion and change out-dated references into the current articles.
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