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	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.


	This manuscript offers valuable insights into how organic manures affect French bean yield and profitability under different farming systems. It’s especially relevant for promoting sustainable and eco-friendly farming. I appreciate its practical application and clear relevance to the field of organic and agroforestry farming.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate. It accurately reflects the study’s focus.


	

	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 informative but could be improved by briefly mentioning the experimental design and highlighting the best-performing treatment. A more concise conclusion would also make it stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically solid with a well-planned experiment and proper analysis. The results are reliable and meaningful, showing how organic inputs can improve yield and income in sustainable farming.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but adding a few more recent studies (last 2–3 years) would strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The English is generally good but could benefit from minor editing for clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The topic is timely and useful.

2. The methodology is clear.

3. Figures and tables are helpful.

4. Discussion could be a bit more comparative.

5. Minor grammar fixes needed.
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