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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 study addresses a clear gap by providing the molecular characterisation of C. esculentus. Plant genetic diversity underpins the development of improved cultivars and long‑term food security. By revealing allelic variation and population structure in Ivorian accessions, the paper has potential impact for both biodiversity conservation and future breeding programmes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Minor edits are necessary in the current title (correct the typo “improvment” to “improvement,” and use plural “strategies” rather than “strategy”). 
The current title is relevant but an alternate title may be “Genetic diversity and population structure of edible tiger nut (Cyperus esculentus L.) in Côte d’Ivoire: implications for breeding and conservation.” 


	

	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 is detailed but somewhat not focused. It should be modified to emphasize the main outcomes like level of diversity, number of clusters, implications etc. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is standard and generally sound. However, following issues need attention. 
In the study, only five SSR loci were used, which may reduce the accuracy of allele frequency estimates and clustering. 
The sample size per population is also small: 39 accessions (3 plants each) over 8 localities, which is likely underpowered to capture rare alleles. 
The observed heterozygosity is extremely low as compared to expected, resulting a very high inbreeding coefficient.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference part covers many relevant sources, but emphasis may be given to include the latest related studies. 
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but a thorough reading is necessary to improve clarity and correct the grammatical errors. Technical acronyms may be defined at first use. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues
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