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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 offers insightful information regarding the genetic diversity of African oil palm within Tanzania. The discoveries are crucial for comprehending the present genetic condition local Elaeis guineensis populations, which is vital for breeding programs focused on improving yield and disease resistance. By identifying a restricted genetic foundation and proposing strategies for germplasm preservation and enrichment, the research directly supports the sustainable advancement of the oil palm industry and food security in Tanzania, and potentially other regions of Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and specifically reflects the scope.of the scope, subject and methodology 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.


	The abstract is well understood. It clearly summarises the entire manuscript. However, the concluding part which states, "The identified better oil palm genotypes are the bases for sustainable farming and genetic enhancement breeding programs in Tanzania." This concluding statement is strong, and it would be even better if the abstract briefly mentioned how the genotypes were identified as "better"
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The methods described are standards for genetic diversity study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appeared to be sufficient and the authors have done a good job of making use of recent publications. 
	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communications but the manuscript could benefit from further review. There are some grammatical errors that need to be corrected such as "Analysed result showed that," "the country heavily relies on imported oil which account to"
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	To improve the manuscript to a higher quality, the language quality should be improved. The authors should endeavour to be consistent in italicising scientific name.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Morufat Li-Hammed (Ph.D), University of Lagos , Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

