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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	· The role of Gliricidia sepium on soil fertility improvement and thus for inoculation of crop seeds such as the cow pea and the associated positive interactions is of high thematic relevance for enhanced both soil health and improved crop production. Gliricidia sepium is an important source of soil nutrients whose impacts further surpass soil nutrient enhancement from either the mineral fertilisers or when applied in combination with mineral fertilisers. Intercropping with, and interactions with G. sepium has the potential to enhance crop productivity more than double at a very least opportunity compared to mineral fertilisers; is an environmental friendly option and highly affordable among most income resource poor farmers in the tropics and te globe at large. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Consider revising the title “Influence of Gliricidia Extract on Cowpea Seed Germination and Seedling Growth Performance Under Greenhouse Conditions” to ‘Effect of Gliricidia sepium (Jacq.) Extract on Cowpea Seed Germination and Seedling Growth Performance Under Greenhouse Conditions’. Italicise the two species’ botanical nomenclature.
· Include in the title both botanical nomenclature and naming authority for both “Gliricidia” and Cow pea.
· Include in the title: Gliricidia extract plant part component; leaf or seed extract? 
	

	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 quite comprehensive. However, need to undergo moderate revision by specifically: spelling out (1) explicitly both the general and specific objectives; (2) Stating the experimental durations, (3) experimental design, (4) instrumentation on measuring the parameters under the study; (5) Data analysis protocol and models. Other issues include inclusion of values and range of values along the statistical comparisons. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, the paper manuscript is well versed on sound science whose findings merit being communicated across wide scientific community, and actually Gliricidia sepium intercropping represent one of the available option for sustainable intensification of the scarce resources: soil fertility/ soil nutrients, soil moisture and productivity in terms o biomass and grain yields o r both the biological and economic yields fractions of an agricultural system. The presented findings clearly demonstrate biological inoculation that is synchronised with timely planting of crop seeds such as legume seeds after incorporation of leaf biomass in the soil. Stating the duration of the experiment at different phases and stages of Cow pea seed biological inoculation with G. sepium leaves mimics a good synchronisation between nutrient decomposition through leaf biomass inclusion with the subsequent nutrient release for nutrient capture and enhanced crop productivity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The cited references are adequate, only that author(s) need to re-check to ensure all references cited in the text are detailed in the reference list and vice versa.
	

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


	· The manuscript needs to under few grammatical editing for enhanced clarity of the work and easier communication of the Science as well as art part of the research under reporting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The work is of high relevance. However, should undergo moderate revisions before could be accepted for publication to the AJSSPN. Detailed marked edits are indicated in the annotations of the manuscript through the indicated marked edits, comments, suggestions, and queries using the Microsoft Word Track Changes Tool. Author(s) need to through each comment and suggestions carefully while addressing all the necessary suggestions, comments, and queries. 
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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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