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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Understand the extend of Striga morphological diversity between and among the 5 sampled Regions of Niger. Infer the adaption, proliferation of different Striga ecotypes in the area understudy. Highlighted the need of the continuous and saturated study of local flora and fauna to overcome generalisation. Usage of cheaper approaches such as phenotypic characterization instead of genetic or biochemical can still have a significant impact which allows for a tailor-made intervention. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title can be “Morphological diversity among Striga hermonthica collected from five (5) southern Regions of Niger.”
	

	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.


	Recommend the addition of point “The study further identified four groups of distinct morphological diversity based on the means of the 7 quantitative traits.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct but absences on clarity of the sampling method used and the trial design (e.g. Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD)) have a significant negative effect on the manuscript’s quality. Therefore, it is even hard to evaluate the completeness and appropriateness of statistical analyses used. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A list can be increase by including information on how striga affect crop yield. Most references used are older than 10 years so only two out of 16 are recent. Author may wish to use recent source such as David, O. G., Ayangbenro, A. S., Odhiambo,J. J., & Babalola, O. O. 2022. Striga hermonthica: A highly destructive pathogen in maize production.

	

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


	The article requires an intervention from a editor who is comfortable with English for scholarly communication. It is hard for a leader to follow including a lot of typing mistakes and even repeating sentences. Also, uppercases are used inaccurately throughout. 
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	Need to use same font across e.g. under the topic “Discussion”, paragraph 1 and and two have different fonts.
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