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	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.


	· it provides valuable insights into optimizing the land area by intercropping systems for enhanced productivity and economic returns. 
· Evaluating the spatial arrangement of sweet potato and maize can contribute to sustainable agricultural practices that help improve food security and nutritional value. 
· The result makes recommendations for smallholder farmers by promoting efficient land use and increased profitability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite long and can be refined for clarity and short. If it is ok, can I suggest an alternative title: “Intercropping of Orange-Fleshed Sweetpotato and Pro-Vitamin A Maize: Productivity and Economic Benefits in Humid Environment of South East Nigeria” or “Impact of Sweetpotato-Maize Intercropping Spatial Arrangements on Yield and Economic Returns in a Humid Agroecosystem of South East Nigeria”
	

	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 has a good overview of the study, the objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, it is much better to:

· Clearly state the purpose of the study at the beginning to emphasize the need for optimizing intercropping spatial arrangements for productivity and economic returns. 

· There must be a problem, method, results, and conclusion connected in a structured way.

· The results should better highlight the comparative yield advantages and economic profitability of different spatial arrangements. Specifically, the Umuspo3 intercropped with maize at 1 × 0.5m spacing gave the highest net profit, which should be emphasized.
· Some sentences are long and can be rewritten for better clarity.
· Add a practical conclusion statement on how the findings can benefit farmers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The study follows appropriate research methodologies using the randomized complete block design (RCBD) and well-defined treatments. However, some areas need to be improved and clarified.
· Results need stronger connections to existing research and more comparisons with previous studies to validate the findings.
· The discussion on maize’s suppressive effect on sweetpotato should be elaborated more, particularly regarding photosynthetic efficiency differences between C3 and C4 crops.
· LSD post hoc test can only be appropriate for planned pair comparison. Strictly, it is not valid for comparing all possible pairs of means, especially when the number of treatments is large and may be used for a small number of treatments, say t ≤ 4. For this study, 15 treatments used Scheffe’s Test or Honestly Significant Difference, HSD, to show which treatments were declared significantly different.

· If sticking to this statistical test, which is the LSD, adding a more detailed explanation of the significance levels (p-values) and comparisons would improve clarity.

· Present the result according to the data sequence in the table.
· If possible, add an acknowledgment to thank those who contributed to this study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has many references, covering intercropping, crop competition, economic analysis, and land-use efficiency. However, several citations are over 15 years old. Additional references to the economic benefits of intercropping systems in tropical climates would strengthen the paper.
	

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


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but it needs some improvement in grammar. A grammar check is suggested.
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