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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 an important knowledge gap by documenting the phenology and competitive impact of Croton hirtus—a major but understudied weed in maize systems of Central Western Côte d’Ivoire. The study therefore has clear agronomic relevance and contributes to improving local maize production and weed management strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the content of the study.

Suggested alternative: “Phenology and Yield Losses Caused by Croton hirtus (Euphorbiaceae) in Maize (Zea mays) in Central Western Côte d’Ivoire.”
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	The abstract is comprehensive but needs minor corrections:

 Fix grammatical errors.

 Clarify statistical methods used.

 Standardize units (e.g., t ha⁻¹).
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	The study is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology. However, statistical analyses should be described in greater detail. Figures need clearer labelling
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	References are adequate but could include more recent studies. Ensure formatting consistency.
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	Moderate editing is needed for grammar, clarity, and scientific phrasing.
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