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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 paper provides valuable insights into the genetic diversity of African oil palm in Tanzania, a region where research on this economically important crop remains limited. Using SSR markers, the study provides baseline molecular data that can guide conservation strategies, germplasm management, and future breeding efforts. These findings highlight the limited genetic base of Tanzanian oil palm populations, emphasizing the urgent need to expand the genetic pool to ensure sustainable production. Therefore, this work fills a crucial knowledge gap and serves as a scientific foundation for researchers, breeders, and policymakers seeking to strengthen oil palm cultivation and genetic improvement programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is rather long and wordy. "Revealed by Microsatellite (SSR) markers" could be shortened for better readability. Capitalization is inconsistent, for example, with “accessions” and “zones”.
	

	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 too long and descriptive; it should be concise and emphasize the main findings and implications. Focus on the problem (narrow genetic base, lack of studies in Tanzania). Include SSR markers and sample size, but avoid technical details. Report the most significant results (e.g., allelic richness, clustering, genetic diversity indices). Relate findings to practical applications (breeding programs, conservation, sustainable oil palm production).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound in its methods, data analysis, and conclusions. However, there are limitations in its scope (sample size, number of markers, lack of trait associations) that need to be addressed in more detail in the discussion and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, but not fully up-to-date. To strengthen this paper, I recommend adding at least 2-3 recent scientific papers (2019-2025) focusing on oil palm genetic diversity and molecular markers. Please ensure all references are complete and formatted consistently.
	

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


	This manuscript is easy to understand but not yet mature enough for high-quality scholarly communication. It would be better if: Careful editing for grammar and syntax, Conciseness (shorter, more direct sentences), Consistency of terminology, and A more formal, academic tone in the discussion and conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction integrates the global background with the local context separately.

2. Explicitly compare the results of the Tanzanian study with those of Nigeria, Cameroon, and Malaysia.

3. Discuss the implications for breeding programs (e.g., crosses between genetically distant clusters).

4. Address the limitations: small sample size (65 genotypes), reliance on SSR markers, lack of phenotype-yield correlation.

5. Some references are inconsistent. Ensure the journal format is appropriate.
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