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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.


	This article is intended to be important for the scientific community because it aims to contribute to presenting the role of organic and inorganic amendments on growth, yield, and nutrient uptake performance in black gram (Vigna Mungo) cultivation. By aiming to highlight the agronomic advantages and environmental trade-offs of different amendment strategies, it could have provided a basis for the development of integrated soil fertility management practices adapted to various agroecological contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but could be improved for clarity and scientific precision with a revised version:

"Influence of Organic and Inorganic Amendments on Growth, Yield, and Nutrient Uptake in Black Gram (Vigna mungo) Cultivation"
Reasons for the revision:

· “Influence” is more commonly used in scientific titles than “role,”

· Removed the word “performance” as it is redundant with “growth, yield, and nutrient uptake.”


	

	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 generally well-structured and touches on key elements such as the objectives, findings, comparative analysis, implications, and recommendations. However, it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and completeness:
1. Quantitative Data: quantitative results are missing. Adding numerical data (e.g., % yield increase, NPK uptake values, comparative effectiveness ratios) would make the abstract more robust and credible.

2. Redundancies & Language Flow: Some phrases can be streamlined. For example: "crop yields yields(Need of quantative results here)". This contains a repetition and placeholder that needs editing.

3. Scientific Tone: Terms like “significantly” are used but not backed with data. Either use more cautious phrasing like “reported to improve.”
The author must take into account the suggestions in the manuscript.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The format requires clarification of the various sections: Materials and Methods, Results and Discussion, and a conclusion, with all the accompanying input. The study area, the methods and materials used, the references, the presentation of the results, and even the overall discussion of the research are not included in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Les references sont suffisament rescentes. Cependant les travaux suivant pourraient aider l’auteur à mieux structurer sa presente recherche. L’auteur peut consulter les liens suivant :

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Dzokom-Alexis/research 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/391011478_Study_of_the_Impact_of_Compost_on_Biological_Nitrogen_Fixation_by_Vigna_unguiculata_and_Its_Interactions_with_Soil_Microflora_in_an_Arid_Sahelian_Lowland_Zone
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/390798214_Optimization_of_Compost_Based_on_Pennisetum_sp_Biomass_and_Organic_Materials_for_Cultivating_Vigna_unguiculata_in_the_Sahelian_Zone 


	

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


	Not yet, it needs revision for clarity, grammar, tone, and consistency.
But with moderate editing, it can meet academic publishing standard
	

	Optional/General comments


	Structure & Formatting
· Make sure the manuscript follows a standard review structure:

· Abstract

· Introduction

· Materials and Methods (if applicable, e.g., for systematic reviews)

· Results and Discussion

· Conclusion and Recommendations

· References

Visual Aids
· Consider adding tables or figures summarizing:

· Comparative impacts of amendment types on yield and nutrient uptake.

· Quantitative data (e.g., % increase in N uptake, yield under different treatments).

· Gaps in existing research.

Regional Relevance
· Highlight specific challenges or advantages of black gram cultivation in target regions, especially where these amendments are practically or economically relevant.
Sustainability and Broader Impact
· This manuscript is already touching on this, but it could emphasize the role of amendment strategies in climate-smart agriculture, resource efficiency, or food security.

· Consider mentioning the potential for policy influence or farmer training programs based on the author’s findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No Ethical Concerns Noted
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No Competing Interests Noted
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected Noted
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer: “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Major Revision 7.5
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