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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 provides valuable insights into optimizing the germination and early growth of Artemisia annua, a key medicinal plant used in malaria treatment. By identifying suitable substrates and nursery conditions for seedling production in the Ivorian coastal zone, the study contributes to improving local cultivation practices of this species in challenging tropical environments. The findings have practical implications for sustainable agriculture, public health, and local economic development, particularly in malaria-endemic regions. Moreover, the research supports global efforts to enhance the availability of A. annua for artemisinin-based therapies, reinforcing the link between agricultural innovation and disease control.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	es, the title “Germination and growth of Artemisia annua seedlings in the Ivorian coastal zone: case of the CNRA Marc DELORME Station” is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It specifies both the species studied and the geographical and experimental context, which is appropriate for a scientific article.

However, if a slightly more concise and internationally appealing title is desired, you could consider:

Suggested alternative title:
“Optimization of Germination and Growth Conditions for Artemisia annua in the Coastal Zone of Côte d’Ivoire”

	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the objective, methods, main findings, and key conclusions. It summarizes the effects of different substrates and nursery conditions on germination and seedling growth of Artemisia annua effectively.

However, a few improvements could make it more concise and impactful:

Suggestions:

1. Add a brief statement of purpose or research gap — for example:
“The study aimed to determine suitable substrates and nursery conditions for improving the propagation of A. annua in coastal soils poor in nutrients.”
This would help frame the problem more clearly.

2. Shorten overly detailed numerical results — while data such as chlorophyll content and plant height are useful, too many figures can overwhelm readers in an abstract. Instead, summarize trends (e.g., “compost-based substrates showed significantly higher germination and growth compared to soil”).

3. Add a concise concluding sentence emphasizing broader significance — e.g.,
“These results can guide sustainable cultivation of A. annua to enhance local production of antimalarial resources.”
In summary:
The abstract is solid and informative but could benefit from a clearer research rationale, fewer numerical details, and a stronger concluding statement on scientific relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experiments were well-designed, data were properly analyzed, and conclusions align with the results. Methods for germination, growth, and chlorophyll assessment are appropriate and supported by references. Minor improvements could include clarifying data presentation and adding brief discussion on environmental factors. Overall, it is a valid and reliable scientific study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, covering both classic and recent studies related to Artemisia annua, seed germination, and plant physiology. Several citations are from 2019–2023, which helps maintain scientific currency.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is acceptable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor language polishing. The scientific content is clear and understandable, but some sentences are lengthy or repetitive, and a few grammar and punctuation issues slightly affect readability.

Overall, the manuscript conveys its ideas well, but a light professional editing pass is recommended to improve flow, sentence structure, and consistency in tense and terminology.
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