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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Food insecurity is growing in most African countries. Among the causes of food insecurity, parasitism by Loranthaceae plays a significant role. Attacks by Loranthaceae pose a major threat to crops such as cocoa. This manuscript addresses this issue directly. It examines the impacts of Loranthaceae and sustainable management strategies to ensure food security for African countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is no very comprehensible.

Sugestion: Parasitism of Loranthaceae in cocoa agroecosystems of Daloa: impact and ecological management strategies for sustainable plant biodiversity.

	

	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.


	- Including a short sentence about the study's methodological framework (e.g., whether qualitative, quantitative, or mixed-methods) could provide additional clarity.

- A detail about the producers interviewed (e.g. 35 out of 100 producers were interviewed, comprising 20 men and 15 women) could make the summary clearer. 

- A clarification of the scope of the pest inventory method would be very important (e.g. "a 200 x 100 m transect was used"). 

- Add the results of parasite rate and infestation intensity to the results. These results will show the damage caused by Loranthaceae to the plantation. 

- At the end of the conclusion, include a sentence highlighting the importance of the results obtained in order to open up the debate to other researchers (e.g. 'These results will help to increase cocoa productivity in the city of Daloa').


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but the authors must:

- Include a clear explanation of sampling, data collection, and analytical techniques.

- Provide references to previous studies or similar findings to substantiate the conclusions.

- Use statistical methods and visual tools (graphs or tables) to demonstrate trends and relationships more effectively. 

Impact of Loranthaceae: 

- Provide the parasitism rate or infestation rate (T): T = (n / N) × 100; where N is the total number of individuals observed and n is the number of infested individuals. 

- Provide the parasite intensity or infestation intensity (I): I = Ni/Nii; where Ni is the total number of parasite clumps and Nii is the total number of parasitised individuals. 

- Provide results on the parasite rate and infestation intensity. 

- Explicitly mention the indicators used to evaluate the impact of Loranthaceae on cocoa trees. 

- Several references are not included in the list of references (e.g. Bannister et al., 2002, Sonké et al., 2000, etc.). 

The authors should check and add these to improve the scientific quality of the document. 

- Add images of Globimetula dinklagei and Phragmanthera capitata for illustration purposes. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are very old (e.g. Sallé & Aber, 1986, Polhill & Wiens, 1998; Boussim, 2002, Eldin, 1971, Ballé & Halle (1961), etc.). There are several recent studies on Loranthaceae. Authors should use references from 2005 onwards (no more than 20 years old).


	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications, but the Authors must revise to correct grammatical errors.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is of paramount importance. The parasitism of Loranthaceae is a new area that has not been sufficiently explored and is attracting the attention of researchers worldwide. However, this manuscript lacks statistical analysis and presents incomplete results.

To add the results on the impact of Loranthaceae (pest infestation rate and intensity)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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