Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_139780

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Morphological Diversity of 23 Ecotypes of Striga Collected in the five (5) Regions of Niger

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 critical insights into the morphological diversity of Striga hermonthica ecotypes across Niger, addressing a major biotic constraint to cereal production in sub-Saharan Africa. 

· By characterizing regional variations in key phenotypic traits, the study enhances our understanding of Striga's adaptability, which is essential for developing targeted control strategies and resistant crop varieties. 

· The robust methodological framework, combining qualitative and quantitative analyses, sets a precedent for future research on parasitic plant ecology and host-parasite interactions. 

· These findings are particularly valuable for agricultural scientists and policymakers working to mitigate Striga's devastating impact on food security in vulnerable regions.
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	The original title looks suitable subject to revise by retaining only ‘five’ instead of 5. However, I am proposing the following article: 
Morphological Variation in Niger’s Striga Ecotypes: Keys to Combatting Crop Parasitism
	

	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 looks comprehensive but could be strengthened with minor adjustments to improve clarity and flow. I have edited and commented in the attached doc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems to me scientifically sound. However, minor revisions as attached would strengthen it.
	

	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 are over 20 years old. Please incorporate some recent sources to ensure the discussion reflects current research.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires minor refinements to meet high academic standards
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