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	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 addresses a critical gap in the improvement of dual-purpose sorghum for semi-arid regions, particularly in Niger, where food and fodder security are under simultaneous pressure from climate change and resource limitations. By providing detailed agro-morphological and yield performance data under controlled experimental station conditions, it establishes a valuable baseline for genotype selection before large-scale participatory trials. The study’s findings, particularly the identification of promising varieties such as Soubatimi, contribute directly to breeding and dissemination strategies aimed at enhancing resilience in smallholder farming systems. Furthermore, the methodological framework and results can serve as a reference for similar evaluations across West African drylands, making this work relevant to crop scientists, plant breeders, and agricultural development practitioners.
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	That title is already clear and informative
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	Your abstract is clear, informative, and well-structured, but it could be slightly refined to make it more comprehensive, concise, and reader-friendly. I see three main opportunities for improvement:

1. Completeness – Missing elements:

Background context: You mention climate change and low-performing varieties, but you could briefly link this to the importance of dual-purpose sorghum in Niger’s agro-pastoral systems.

Study location: "Experimental station conditions" is vague — adding the specific location (city or region) would increase clarity.

Methodological clarity: Include plot size or plant spacing if space allows, or at least specify the growth period (e.g., rainy season duration).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of its objectives, experimental design, and basic statistical approach
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	Outdated or limited references - Add recent studies
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	Yes, the English is generally understandable
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