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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 manuscript investigates the influence of different tillage methods, farmyard manure (FYM), and potassium (K) fertilizer rates on cassava growth and biomass yield across three districts in Tanzania. The work is important for the scientific community, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa, where cassava is a staple crop and soil fertility management remains a challenge. It provides region-specific agronomic data that can inform best practices for cassava cultivation under varying climatic and soil conditions. Additionally, the study addresses a critical gap concerning the combined effects of tillage and organic/inorganic fertilization strategies, which have been underexplored in East Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the main variables and the scope of the study.
Suggestion (Optional): For improved clarity and impact, consider:
“Effect of Tillage Methods, Farmyard Manure, and Potassium Fertilizer on Cassava Growth and Biomass Yield in Three Districts of Tanzania”
	

	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 comprehensive and summarizes the research well, including objectives, methodology, major findings, and conclusion.
Suggestions:

· Avoid redundancy (e.g., “improved cassava growth and gave significantly higher cassava biomass yield…” is repeated).

· Mention the key statistics briefly, such as specific yield improvements and significance levels.

· Clarify the meaning of interaction terms in simple language for broader accessibility.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically robust. The experimental design (split-plot within RCBD), statistical analysis using GENSTAT, and presentation of results with appropriate significance tests are commendable. The methodology is clear, and results are interpreted appropriately.

Areas for improvement:
· Ensure clarity and consistency in units and terms (e.g., MT ha⁻¹, spacing, fertilizer rates).

· Remove minor grammatical issues and ensure logical flow, especially in the Discussion.

· Avoid repetition of statistical values in multiple places (e.g., “significantly (P < 0.001)” occurs frequently and can be streamlined).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include a mixture of local (Tanzanian) and international sources.
Suggestions:
· Include more recent references (last 5 years) on cassava nutrient management, especially involving potassium response and organic matter interaction.

· Ensure uniform citation style and check missing bibliographic elements (e.g., publisher, issue numbers).


	

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


	The manuscript is readable but would benefit from language polishing by a native English speaker or professional editing service.
Common issues include:

· Inconsistent use of tenses.

· Verbosity and repeated phrases.

· Typographical errors (e.g., “vigour” used both as noun and adjective without clarity).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript could benefit from visual aids such as maps, treatment layout diagrams, and graphs summarizing major findings (e.g., bar charts for yield).

· Include management recommendations for farmers based on findings (e.g., cost-effective tillage and FYM combinations).
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