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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.


	The Journal’s aim is to address the beneficial effects of soil microbes in Sustainable Agriculture, and this can only be possible through the practice of Conservation Agriculture which is still being practiced in some rural parts of Africa. This is very important for Sustainability, Food Security and the preservation of soil’s natural ecosystem, as it highlights that, it may be possible by relaying more on organic ways of farming.
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(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but just reword it.
REVITALIZING BENEFICIAL SOIL MICROBES: WHY IS INDIGENOUS SOIL KNOWLEDGE AND CONSERVATION PRACTICES IN AFRICA STILL RELEVANT TO SUSTAINABLE FARMING?
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Remove beings, use humans.

Use soil ecosystems.

Move the study aimed to before the results.

Please add your research methods used, for example was it a qualitative or quantitative research?

How did you analyse your data? Be brief but add it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, although I would have like to see some examples of bacteria and fungi in their scientific names that play an essential role in soil health. Please add and quote the author.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Results:
Paragraphs too long, please shorten it and make it uniform all through the Journal.

Noticed the results were mostly in percentages but there was no graph or bar chart to show, please can this be added for reference purposes.

Materials and Method:

Author should add latitude and longitude of study area or a picture of the study area to depict the study area.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Not that I am aware of.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Not that I am aware of.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not that I am aware of.
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