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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 is significant to the scientific community as it provides an in-depth examination of the informal seed sector, a largely non-law–regulated system that supplies 60–80% of the seed used by small-scale farmers in sub-Saharan Africa. By reviewing the characteristics of the maize seed sector and evaluating the role of community gene banks and institutional support, the paper contributes to a deeper understanding of how informal systems sustain seed security, biodiversity conservation, and rural livelihoods. The work underscores the essential role Community Seed Banks (CSBs) play in safeguarding maize—Africa’s most important staple—and highlights the need to strengthen CSB capacities through education, quality assurance, and organizational development. Furthermore, the manuscript identifies critical gaps in policy recognition and legislative support across the region, offering evidence-based insights that can guide governments, researchers, and development actors in enhancing resilience and sustainability within smallholder seed systems.
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	The abstract is clear in intent, but it needs some refinement for clarity, flow, grammar, and academic tone and should be comprehensive stating how collection of information was done, findings and conclusion.
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