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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 important for the scientific community as it provides the first molecular evidence of genetic diversity and population structure of Striga hermonthica in Niger, a major yet understudied hotspot of Striga infestation. This study offers valuable baseline genetic information that enhances understanding of regional differentiation and adaptive potential of the parasite. Such insights are directly relevant for weed management, resistance breeding, and the development of region-specific control strategies. Overall, the work contributes meaningful data to ongoing efforts to sustainably manage Striga in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Appropriate and Suitable but can be enhanced to
“Molecular Characterization of Striga hermonthica Populations from Major Agricultural 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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured. It effectively summarizes the use of SSR markers, the extent of genetic diversity observed, and the main population structure patterns across regions of Niger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound, and the study is based on accepted principles of population genetics using standard molecular markers and analytical methods.

However, there are some scientific and methodological issues that need attention. These include the relatively small sample size and limited number of SSR markers, which may reduce the resolution of population structure and require more cautious interpretation of differentiation and clustering results.
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	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant
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